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UNITED NATIONS 

A UN Rogues’ Gallery: Socialists, Communists, 
Terrorists, Globalists Run the Show 

by William F. Jasper — Agents of the Socialist International, 
Communist China, and Russia control the dictators club on the 
East River. 


ENVIRONMENT 


Why the Greentopians Would Destroy the Earth 
by Selwyn Duke — The developed world, not the developing world, 
believe it or not, is where one finds less air and water pollution, and 
increased care for the environment — largely because it can afford 

to care. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


Resisting the Push for Global Technocracy 
by Alex Newman — For decades, the goal of globalists has been 
“technocracy” — rule via scientific dictatorship. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 

Breaking the League 

by William F. Jasper — One hundred years ago, the U.S. Senate, 
fighting for sovereignty, saved America from joining the League of 
Nations. 
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Clinton’s Crimes 


Your excellent recent article on President 
Clinton’s transgressions and subsequent 
impeachment (“Clinton Impeachment: 
Should Treason Have Been the Reason?” 
December 9, 2019 issue) omitted an im- 
portant fact. 

In 1996, the Chinese hacked into our 
system and stole plans for our advanced 
new W-88 nuclear warhead. Clinton was 
so embarrassed that he falsely fingered 
Los Alamos scientist Wen Ho Lee as the 
culprit. Lee then won a large settlement for 
the suffering caused by the false allega- 
tions. (See page 254 in Sharyl Attkisson’s 
The Smear, 2017.) 

JON H. WIDENER, M.D. 
Orange Beach, Alabama 


Socialism 


Socialism, or to be more precise, govern- 
ment sovereignty, has been around since 
time began, whether imposed by a tribal 
chieftain, monarch, oligarch, dictator, or to- 
talitarian. Socialism is arrogance, socialism 
is greed, and socialism is self-service. Citi- 
zen sovereignty, as established in America 
in 1776, is the only new form of govern- 
ment to be tried in the world for millennia. 

When I was in school in the ’40s and 
’50s, citizen sovereignty was referred to 
as the American Experiment and praised. 
Now, socialism is taught by party profes- 
sors in colleges who have a guaranteed 
lifetime income, while students leave 
school with a bag full of debt and degrees 
only about half of which are useful for get- 
ting a job. 

In 1776, our Founders declared our inde- 
pendence from England and made citizens 
the sovereigns of this country, with the gov- 
ernment as the servant. 

Don’t know what citizen sovereignty is? 
Thank a teacher. Our Founders gave us a re- 
public, “if you can keep it,” in the words of 
Ben Franklin. The powers given to govern- 
ment had to do with protecting our country 
and limiting government powers so as to 
protect individual rights. 

Now, our public servants have largely 
managed to breach those protections in 
order to empower and enrich themselves. 
As a result, America is divided into two 
classes: those in the public sector who give 
themselves annual wage increases and ben- 
efits at the expense of the other class, those 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


working in the private sector. I guess public 
servants are more equal than the rest of us. 

As government takes more control, the 
citizens become poorer. President Obama, a 
progressive socialist, lost over 200,000 pro- 
duction jobs during his eight years in office, 
President Trump has created over 400,000 
production jobs. President Obama said 
manufacturing jobs were gone for good. He 
was mystified as to how to create jobs: Any 
jobs he may have created would have been 
with tax dollars — generally unproductive, 
non-wealth-producing jobs. All socialists 
think problems are solved by turning the 
taxpayer upside down and shaking harder. 

Progressive socialists include our city, 
county, and state public servants, as well 
as federal employees. The taxpayer has but 
one pocket to take taxes from, while the 
government has a multitude of pockets to 
put our money into. 

You can be a good American or you can 
be a good socialist, but you can’t be a good 
socialist American. The two are on opposite 
ends of the political spectrum. 

Our mistake came when we allowed 
our public servants to decide how much 
we should pay them and what benefits we 
should be forced to pay them. Congress- 
men just gave themselves a cost-of-living 
pay increase, a pay raise. 

If their pay was based on the average 
pay of the private sector — the sovereign 
citizens they are paid to represent — you 
would see a dramatic difference in the laws, 
tules, and regulations that Congress and all 
government agencies would pass as public 
servants. And they should live by the same 
restrictions they impose on the public they 
represent. 

Once public-sector workers think they 
are more equal than the American citizens 
they are paid to serve — and they com- 
monly carve out $100,000-plus salaries and 
pensions for themselves, funded by taxpay- 
ers — they are no longer public servants. 
They are greedy, self-serving tax parasites. 

Our exceptionalism is now under threat 
by the very people we hire to protect it. 

Jim Davis 
Prescott, Arizona 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Progressives Dreaming of a Warren/Sanders Ticket 


With former Vice President Joe Biden still maintaining a lead in 
many polls, some of the more “progressive” elements of the Demo- 
cratic Party are dreaming of a scenario in which some combina- 
tion of Bernie Sanders (I-Vt.) and Elizabeth Warren (D-Mass.), 
two icons of the far left in America, would join forces to run as 
president and vice president against Donald Trump in November. 

A New York Times piece from December 16 posits that the two 
far-left candidates are cancelling each other out among the more 


progressive wing of the party, which could lead the party to settle 
for a more centrist option such as Biden. Some Democrats are 
urging them to form a coalition, where either Sanders or Warren 
drops out and endorses the other in exchange for a vice presiden- 
tial nod. Some are urging both to stay in the race all the way to the 
end so that they might, essentially, pool their collective delegates 
and lay claim to the Democratic nomination. 

The potential combination has some far-left Democrats sali- 
vating and seeing a new Democratic Party coming out of the 
union. “The two of them could usher in a progressive era for the 
next decade,” said Representative Ro Khanna (D-Calif.). Khanna 
went on to compare the possible merger to that of Bill Clinton 
and Al Gore in the 1990s. “[Clinton and Gore] doubled down on 
a bet for a centrist version of the party. This would be a bet on a 
progressive vision for the party.” 

Representative Ilhan Omar (D-Minn.) also hailed the potential 
progressive dream-team: “I think that would just be the dream 
of all progressives. When you’re going into a battlefield, you 
want your best players to be on the field starting. And they are 
our best.” 

If they’re looking to ensure another four years of Donald 
Trump in the White House, then Warren and Sanders should 
definitely team up. They should offer up their version of a new 
socialist America and see what happens. 


Illegals in N.Y. Queue for Driver’s Licenses With No Fear of Deportation 


Illegal aliens in New York are now waiting in long lines for driv- 
er’s licenses without any fear of deportation. 

The illegal-alien driver’s-license outrage was addressed in 
court, but as the The Hill reported December 13, “A federal judge 
on Friday denied a challenge to a law that will allow New York 
to give driver’s licenses to [illegal aliens].” 

“The law, which is set to go into effect next week, was facing 
its second challenge in court, the Rochester Democrat & Chroni- 
cle reports,” the site continues. “U.S. District Judge Gary Sharpe 
tuled against Rensselaer County Clerk Frank Merola, saying he 
lacked the legal capacity to bring the lawsuit against the state 
over the new law.” 

“Three other lawsuits are either pending or are on appeal,” the 
National Sentinel added December 17, “but NY state officials 
implemented it on Monday [December 16] anyway because no 
court had issued a stay until the matter can be settled once and 
for all.” 

The Sentinel also asks, ““Why aren’t federal immigration offi- 
cials here rounding people up?” and then elaborates: “New York 
jurisdictions may claim to be ‘sanctuaries’ for illegal aliens, for- 
bidding their own local law enforcement officers from cooperat- 
ing with federal immigration officials or helping enforce federal 
immigration laws. Got it. But why the Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement agency wasn’t at these licensing facilities in force 
is a mystery.” 

The bottom line is that while Democrats proclaimed when 


impeaching Trump that “no one is above the law,” everyone is 
above the law except those they want below the law. Fox News 
host Tucker Carlson expressed this reality well in a June 2019 
segment, mentioning, among other examples, that our country’s 
“20 million illegal aliens” are certainly above the law. 

Of course, the creation of frivolous laws, ignoring of important 
ones, and selective application of all law undermines respect for 
law — as does favoring foreigners over citizens. 
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U.S. Officials Lied About War in Afghanistan 


John Sopko, head of the Office of the Special Inspector General 
for Afghanistan Reconstruction (SIGAR), which conducted hun- 
dreds of interviews to diagnose policy failures in Afghanistan, 
told the Washington Post that documents uncovered during the 
interviews demonstrate that “the American people have constant- 
ly been lied to” about Afghanistan. The Post released the results 
of its findings on December 9. 

The Post obtained more than 2,000 pages of documents 
through a Freedom of Information Act request made three years 
ago in order to obtain access to the documents, which were part 
of a lengthy government report entitled Lessons Learned that 
studied “the root failures” of the war effort. 

Those compiling the report interviewed more than 600 people 
who played a direct role in the war during the Bush, Obama, and 
Trump administrations, including a number of foreigners associ- 
ated with NATO and 20 Afghan officials. The interviews began 
in 2014, according to the Post, and seven parts of the report have 
been published since 2016. 

Among those cited in the interviews was Douglas Lute, a three- 
star Army general who was the White House’s Afghan war czar 
during the Bush and Obama administrations. Lute told government 
interviewers in 2015: “We were devoid of a fundamental under- 
standing of Afghanistan — we didn’t know what we were doing.” 

“If [only] the American people knew the magnitude of this 


Douglas 
Lute 
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dysfunction ... 2,400 lives lost,” Lute said, blaming the deaths of 
American troops on bureaucratic breakdowns among Congress, 
the Pentagon, and the State Department. 

In an interview with Martha MacCallum of Fox News, Sena- 
tor Rand Paul (R-Ky.) provided his take on the issue. “I think 
our young men and women that we send to war, our best and 
our brightest, they deserve better,” Paul told MacCallum. “They 
deserve an open airing of what is the mission. I’ve been saying 
for several years now that I can’t meet a general anywhere who 
can tell me really what is the mission we’re trying to accomplish 
in Afghanistan.” 


Court Strikes Down Part of OhamaCare, Casting Doubt on Law’s Future 


A federal appeals court on December 18 shot down the now- 
neutralized ObamaCare requirement compelling Americans to 
have health insurance. 

While the ruling gave a final deathblow to the “individual 
mandate,” it did not weigh in on the overall constitutionality of 
the Affordable Care Act, meaning the rest of the healthcare law 
remains in effect for now. 

The 2-1 ruling came from a panel of the Sth U.S. Circuit Court 
of Appeals in New Orleans. The panel concurred with a 2018 
finding by Texas-based U.S. District Judge Reed O’Connor, who 
said the individual mandate was rendered unconstitutional when 
Congress set the tax on Americans without health insurance to 
zero back in 2017. 

That year, 20 attorneys general from across the country filed a 
suit in O’Connor’s court claiming that ObamaCare lost validity 
when Republicans essentially voided the law’s enforceability by 
reducing the penalty to zero via their tax reform bill. 

The unconstitutionality of the individual mandate made the en- 
tire Affordable Care Act unconstitutional, O’Connor said, though 
his ruling was appealed and the healthcare law was allowed to 
remain in effect throughout the appeals process. 

The court on December 18 did not reach a decision on the 
question of how much of ObamaCare goes down with the insur- 
ance mandate, but sent the case back to O’Connor with the guid- 
ance that he must be specific as to which parts of the Affordable 
Care Act cannot be separated from the mandate. The judge must 


also take into account Congress’ decision to leave the rest of the 
law unchanged when it set the penalty to zero. 

President Trump lauded the appeals court’s decision in a De- 
cember 18 statement, calling it a “win for all Americans,” while 
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) called the ruling a “chill- 
ing threat” to those who depend on ObamaCare. 

Congress previously failed to repeal the Affordable Care Act 
in its entirety. With the fate of its constitutionality now at stake, 
Barack Obama’s signature legislative achievement is likely to be- 
come a campaign issue going into the 2020 presidential election. Hi 
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President Scoffs at Time Magazine’s 

Choice for “Person of the Year” 

“So ridiculous. Greta must work on her anger management prob- 
lem, then go to a good, old fashioned movie with a friend. Chill 
Greta, Chill!” 

Anyone who wanted to know what President Donald Trump 
thought about Time magazines selection for 2019 didnt have 
long to wait. He posted the above tweet early the next morning. 


The Young Swede Responded to Trump’s Message 
“Currently chilling and watching a good old-fashioned movie 
with a friend.” 
Greta Thunberg then altered her Twitter biography to read: “A 
teenager working on her anger management problem.” Greta 

Thunberg 
Executive Order Restores Voting Privilege 
for 140,000 Ex-felons in Kentucky 
“We’re talking about moms and dads, neighbors and friends, people who have met and taken on one of 
the greatest challenges anyone can face: overcoming the past.” 
The winner of a close race in November 2019, Governor Andy Beshear (D) avoided mentioning what 
even the New York Times noted: Convicted felons who have served their 
prison time overwhelmingly vote for Democrats. 


Michelle Obama Added Her Comment 

to the Thunberg-Trump Exchange 

“Don’t let anyone dim your light. Like the girls I’ve met in Vietnam and 
all over the world, you have so much to offer us all. Ignore the doubters 
and know that millions of people are cheering you on.” 

It’s hardly a surprise to learn that Michelle Obama jumped at a chance 
to favor an opponent of President Trump. 


LAS fies . U.S. Policy All but Guaranteed 

vee om eseeee Poor Results in the Afghanistan War 

Obama, : PRR Baa “An elder in Helmand Province once told me: ‘Your Marines live in 
tents. That’s how I know you won’t be here long.” 

Senior State Department advisor Mare Chretien related this incident in an interview. But little changed 

and the war continued to drag on. The Taliban came back when the Marines folded up their tents and 

moved to safer locations. 


Mexican Drug War Chief Arrested and Accused of Working With the Cartels 

“There was not a war against drugs per se, but rather a war between cartels in which the federal govern- 
ment picked a side and protected the Sinaloa Cartel, which only meant more violence for society and 
more power to the cartel.” 

Reporting on the arrest in Texas of Mexico’s Public Security Secretary Genaro Garcia Luna, investi- 
gative journalist Anabel Hernandez found in the arrest real vindica- 
tion of her reporting about the ties between the drug traffickers and 
Garcia Luna. 


Wild Leftist Proposals Must Be Rejected in the United States 
“The so-called Green New Deal to ban cars and air travel, force every 
building in America to be rebuilt, and hand people unwilling to work 
fat taxpayer-funded welfare payouts would cost up to $92 Trillion, ap- 
proximately $420,000 per household according to moderate estimates.” 
In a forecast of the cost of extreme leftist proposals compiled by his 
Campaign for Liberty staff, former congressman Ron Paul seeks to 
raise resistance to far-out leftist goals. 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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Today’s Web is far different from the electronic public square it was originally created to 
be. Yet there is realistic hope the Web can be liberated from the stifling restraints of Big 


Tech and Big Government. 
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by C. Mitchell Shaw 


his past summer, Facebook slapped 
this magazine’s parent organiza- 
tion, The John Birch Society, with 
a “hate speech” violation and demonetized 
the organization’s Facebook page for 30 
days. The reason: Our July 8 print magazine 
cover, which included a real photograph of 
aliens illegally crossing a border fence. That 
cover article was headlined “Immigrant In- 
vasion” and a caption for that photo inside 
the magazine included the word “diseases.” 
Disregarding the accuracy of the photo, 
the headline, and the caption, Facebook 
deemed the post “hate speech.” 

As a result of the public backlash fol- 
lowing this magazine publishing an article 
about that “hate speech” violation, Face- 
book backed down. But the fact remains 
that such actions by Facebook and other 
social-media giants are not “isolated in- 
cidents” — they are par for the course. 
And while this magazine had the clout to 
bring pressure to bear on Facebook, indi- 
vidual users who find their posts removed 
for non-existent violations don’t have that 
clout. They just have to deal with it. 

It is a fact beyond honest dispute that 
“Big Tech” is nearly — if not completely 
— synonymous with “liberal.” The evi- 
dence of the past few years has clearly 
demonstrated that liberals have used Big 
Tech as a tool to push the world closer 
and closer to their vision for it — a world 
where liberalism is the only view, all oth- 
ers having been demolished. Both the 
Internet and the Web have been used as 
pivotal tools in that leftward push. As the 
Web continues to evolve technologically, 
there is both the danger that the trend to- 
ward liberal totalitarianism will continue, 
and the hope that the stranglehold which 
makes that trend possible will be broken. 

Big Tech has held both the Internet and 
the Web in a stranglehold for more than a 
decade. And it has only gotten worse over 
that time. Censorship, shadow banning, 
data mining, data manipulation, and user 
manipulation are the norm. 

The Web began in freedom: freedom of 
speech, freedom of intellectual diversity, 


C. Mitchell Shaw is a freelance writer and public 
speaker who addresses a range of topics related to 
liberty and the U.S. Constitution. A strong privacy 


advocate, he was a privacy nerd before it was cool. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


As the Web continues to evolve technologically, 
there is both the danger that the trend toward liberal 
totalitarianism will continue, and the hope that the 
stranglehold which makes that trend possible will be 


broken. 
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Data monopoly: Google’s entire business model is based on stealing users’ data and using it for 
marketing and profiling purposes. Decentralizing the Web would help break the data monopoly of 


companies such as Google. 


freedom of information, freedom of ex- 
pression. As the Web grew up out of the In- 
ternet, it was a digital public square where 
ideas were disseminated freely and debated 
openly and honestly. Dissenting opinions 
were encouraged, not silenced or deleted. 
The early Web (known as Web 1.0) was 
also free from surveillance. In the decades 
since its creation, the Web has undergone a 
shift at the hands of Big Tech. The current 
iteration is increasingly less free and has 
been designed for the collection of users’ 
data. Thanks to recent developments, that 
may soon be changing for the better — 
and we may see a return to the free and 
unsurveilled Web of the past. 


The Problem: The Web Is Broken 
As Web 1.0 gave way to Web 2.0 (the 
current iteration), the promise was one 


of greater user interaction. Sadly, with 
the advent of social media and other plat- 
forms, that promise was not universally 
kept. Increasingly, it has become apparent 
that liberal points of view are given pref- 
erence over conservative points of view. 
In fact, conservative viewpoints are often 
deemed “hate speech” or as some viola- 
tion of a code of conduct and are deleted, 
as the above account of what happened to 
this magazine illustrates. 

As the Wall Street Journal reported in 
an October 26 article entitled “Tech Gi- 
ants Have Hijacked the Web. It’s Time 
for a Reboot,” there is a growing move- 
ment to steal the Web back from the tech 
giants that have hijacked it for their own 
purposes. To understand this, it is helpful 
to understand how the Web was hijacked 
to begin with. 
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On the hot seat: Facebook routinely harvests users’ data, manipulates users, and censors 
users’ posts. Emerging decentralized services will offer real competition and provide users with 


choices that match their values. 


The shift from a Web of freedom to a 
monopolistic Web of both censorship and 
surveillance was made possible because of 
centralized control of the Web. 

First, it should be understood that the 
Internet and the Web, though often dis- 
cussed as if they are the same thing, are 
actually two separate — but related — en- 
tities. The Internet (literally an “‘internet- 
work” or a network made up of smaller 
networks) is the infrastructure that makes 
connections between computers all over 
the world possible. The Web (World Wide 
Web, abbreviated www) is the collection 
of websites that use the infrastructure of 
the Internet. Think of the Internet as the 
hardware and the Web as the software. 

While it is true that no one company or 
service has full control of either the Inter- 
net or the Web, it is also true that a hand- 
ful of Big Tech companies and services 
maintain a disproportionate control of the 
way people access them and interact on 
them. Far from the origins of the Internet 
and Web as places where freedom was the 
norm, the experience of the average user 
today is one of restriction. That shift is the 
result of most Web companies’ move to 
control the flow of as much data as pos- 
sible. 

That control takes two major forms. 
First (and perhaps most obvious) is — as 
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has been the case with companies such 
as Facebook, Twitter, and Google — the 
propensity of social-media sites and other 
platforms to block access to certain in- 
formation (or at least make it difficult to 
find) while promoting other information. 
Evidence of this was rife during the 2016 
election, when Google, Facebook, and 
others were found to be manipulating 
search results, users’ timelines, and other 
data points to benefit Hillary Clinton and 
hurt Donald Trump. That manipulation 
has only continued and worsened since 
Trump’s electoral victory upset, as can be 
seen in the way his presidency and the 
impeachment inquiry against him have 
been portrayed on platforms controlled 
by Big Tech. Conservative posts languish 
in shadow ban prison, while liberal posts 
enjoy widespread distribution. It can also 
be seen in Google searches, which quick- 
ly return the liberal-approved results, in- 
stead of what is either most relevant or 
most popular. 

The second form of controlling data 
is one of distilling user data down to its 
most powerful form and then using that 
data against those users. This is at least 
as nefarious as the first form, since data 
mining and data analysis can be used in 
ways that data manipulation cannot. By 
collecting vast amounts of personal data 
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from various points, Big Tech is able to 
funnel users’ data into startlingly accurate 
dossiers on each user. Since both the min- 
ing and analysis are done by computer 
algorithms instead of by humans, the end 
result is not a matter of guesswork, but of 
cold, hard facts. Using that information, 
Big Tech could easily have even greater 
control of those users in the future. Data 
is power and can be used to manipulate 
users in ways of which those users are un- 
aware. Facebook, for instance, has been 
found to have used data collected from 
users to conduct psychological experi- 
ments on those users to affect their moods 
and decisions. 


The Solution: Decentralize the Web 
The imbalance of power in the digital 
space — heavily weighted in favor of a 
few Big Tech companies at the cost of the 
privacy and liberty of nearly all users — 
is unacceptable to those who recognize 
the need for a free and unhindered Web 
where censorship and surveillance are not 
the norm. Perhaps first among those who 
envision — and are working toward — 
that free and unhindered Web is Sir Timo- 
thy Berners-Lee, who is widely known as 
the “Godfather of the Web.” And for good 
reason: Besides his other many and varied 
accomplishments, he invented the Web 30 
years ago. 

In fact, Berners-Lee is fighting the 
battle for online privacy and liberty in at 
least two important ways. Besides lead- 
ing the nonprofit World Wide Web Foun- 
dation, which has launched a “Contract 
for the Web” initiative to put forth a Bill 
of Rights for the Web to clearly define 
users’ rights, he has also privately helped 
launch a company called Inrupt, which 
is developing a protocol called Solid. 
That protocol would allow users to pro- 
tect their personal online data by placing 
those data in a secure container (called a 
POD) that users can access by verifying 
their identities. 

Users could then share whatever they 
wanted, but rather than it being stored on 
the server of the website or platform, such 
as Facebook, it would display on that site 
but remain in the POD where the user 
maintains control of it. Since the compa- 
nies that operate websites would not host 
that data, they could not control it. The 
basic idea is one of digital rights mirror- 
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ing rights in the real world. Since it is your 
data, it belongs to you, and should have 
the same protections as all of your other 
property. 

Since control of users’ data amounts 
to control of users, Berners-Lee and his 
Inrupt co-founder, John Bruce, recognize 
that the solution is to return that control 
to the users themselves. The homepage of 
Inrupt explains, “When Sir Tim Berners- 
Lee invented the web, it was intended for 
everyone. The excitement and creativity 
of its early days were driven from the no- 
tion that we can all participate — and the 
impact was world-changing. But the web 
has shifted from its original promise — 
and it’s time to make a change. We can 
still unlock the true promise of the web 
by decentralizing the power that’s cur- 
rently centralized in the hands of a few. 
How? By using the power of Solid. Solid 
is the technically potent open-source 
platform built to decentralize the Web. 
Inrupt is the company that’s helping to 
fuel Solid’s success.” 

Inrupt is not the only emerging power 
in the privacy struggle. David Chaum, 
a computer scientist who built the first 
working digital currency in the 1990s and 
today is building a new Internet platform 
called Elixxir, told the Journal, “You don’t 


have to control things to exert power in 
the information space. Just knowing a lot 
about everybody lets you manipulate the 
whole situation.” 

Since both the Internet and the Web 
have become centralized by a few pow- 
erful companies, Chaum’s Elixxir aims to 
decentralize the Web by creating a new 
model for the Internet. The model: linking 
users’ computers together to share data and 
— in some cases — processing power by 
allowing them to “work together by a de- 
centralized randomized algorithm” using 
encrypted connections for “increased pri- 
vacy and network integrity,” according to 
the platform’s website. 

As the Journal article explains, “Web- 
sites and apps might look the same — and 
still be connected to the internet that we 
know — but companies wouldn’t be able 
to amass data, and they might not even 
need to build massive cloud-server centers 
just to run their sites.” By keeping person- 
al data in secure locations and only sharing 
access when and where they choose, users 
would be able to exercise the most funda- 
mental property of data ownership. 

The revolution to shape Web 3.0 has 
begun, and there appears to be a good 
chance that while it will be built on newer, 
better, and more powerful tech than Web 
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The inventor: Sir Timothy Berners-Lee, the man who literally invented the Web, is seeking to 
reinvent it. He wants to return to the principles of freedom that made Web 1.0 a digital town hall 
where ideas could be exchanged, debated, and understood. His plan is to decentralize the Web 


with new protocols. 
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2.0, it may well have the privacy-oriented 
and freedom-oriented values of Web 1.0 
— especially if platforms such as Inrupt’s 
Solid, Chaum’s Elixxir, and other emerg- 
ing tech help shape it and empower users 
to reclaim their data rights. 

The real value of Solid, Elixxir, and oth- 
ers, which we will cover later in this ar- 
ticle, cannot be understood without under- 
standing the value of protocols. Protocols 
are standards that developers use when 
writing the code for their applications. A 
good example is HTTP — the basic pro- 
tocol for the Web. Because it is a standard 
to which everyone agrees, developers are 
able to create web browsers that are able to 
display web pages. That is why it doesn’t 
matter whether you use Firefox, Chrome, 
Safari, Brave, or some other browser: Web 
pages all display almost exactly the same 
on all browsers. 

As a result of the nature of the Solid 
protocol, applications written using it 
would all allow users to maintain control 
of their data even while posting pictures 
and other content to social-media sites, so 
long as those sites adhered to the protocol. 
Working alongside existing protocols such 
as HTTP, Solid, Elixxir, and other privacy- 
friendly protocols would go a long way to- 
ward a Web 3.0 that values the God-given 
rights of users. 


Digital Jails 

But as Todd Weaver of Purism told THE 
NEw AMERICAN, many of the services and 
platforms on the Web — particularly those 
offered by Big Tech — do not currently 
employ protocols that respect privacy or 
the data-ownership rights of users. While 
there are open source protocols that value 
freedom and privacy, companies such as 
Facebook and Google deliberately ignore 
those protocols and create their own pro- 
tocols that limit users’ choices, liberty, and 
privacy. Or worse, they use some elements 
of those protocols, but deliberately break 
them to create what Weaver calls “digital 
jails.” 

It remains to be seen whether Facebook, 
Google (which owns YouTube), and other 
Big Tech companies will adopt protocols 
such as Elixxir and Solid, but given the 
weight Berners-Lee carries, it is likely 
they will feel the need to do so. If not, a 
decentralized Web still would foster the 
type of competition that would free both 
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the Web and its users from the tyranny of 
the current monopoly. 

Weaver, whose background is in hard- 
ware manufacturing and software devel- 
opment, explained “digital jails” by point- 
ing out that a Facebook Messenger user 
cannot message an Instagram user, even 
though both are messaging services and 
Facebook now owns Instagram. That is 
because Instagram was originally writ- 
ten to its own proprietary protocol. Ditto 
Facebook Messenger. Tech companies 
— especially Big Tech and those seeking 
to join their ranks — do that to limit in- 
teroperability and grow their platforms by 
force. Once a user begins using one plat- 
form, he is “locked in” by being unable 
to communicate with other users of that 
platform if he leaves that platform. 

Weaver explained that if user A signs up 
for Facebook Messenger and user B signs 


up for Instagram, the only way for them 
to chat with each other is for one of them 
to convince the other to adopt the other’s 
platform of choice. 

“Can you imagine if you bought a 
phone from Verizon and your friend 
bought their phone from AT&T and you 
couldn’t call each other?” Weaver asked. 
“The reason you can call from one carrier 
to another is because there is a protocol 
that handles that.” 

Weaver explains that it has to be under- 
stood that Facebook, Google, and other 
Big Tech companies are obligated to do 
what they do. “They have a legal respon- 
sibility to their stock holders to put profits 
first.” This fiduciary responsibility seems 
to serve as a convenient excuse for the data 
mining, data manipulation, and censorship 
that are the standard operating procedures 
for Big Tech. It seems as though the pow- 


The impetus for the creation of the Librem 5 phone was 
the birth of Weaver's daughters. He told THE NEw AMERICAN 
that after the birth of his second daughter, he realized he 
was raising two young girls in a world where corporate 
and government surveillance are the norm. 
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Privacy-friendly phone: The Librem 5 — by Purism — is the first freedom-friendly smartphone. 
Running open source software and decentralized services, the Librem 5 could serve as the model 
for a new generation of devices that respect your freedom. 
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ers-that-be at Facebook, Google, and other 
Big Tech companies believe the only way 
to make a profit is to control people and 
steal their data. Weaver’s Purism is prov- 
ing that profitable capitalism is not at odds 
with respecting the rights of users. 

As a “Social Purpose Corporation” 
(SPC), Purism is obligated — first and 
foremost — to its “Social Purpose,” which 
is to foster privacy and the data rights of 
individuals. Everyone who invests in Pur- 
ism is made to understand that while profits 
do matter, they take a back seat to privacy. 
Weaver told THE NEw AMERICAN that this 
means that not only does Purism not have 
to be evil and do the things Big Tech does to 
make a profit, but because of the company’s 
SPC status, they are legally obligated not 
to be evil. This does not mean that Weaver 
thinks making a profit is evil — Purism will 
always seek to make a profit, only without 
violating its social purpose. 


Digital Rights: You Own Your Data 
Purism has been making a name for itself 
for years now, manufacturing laptops that 
are built on open source hardware and 
software. Their laptops are the most se- 
cure, privacy-oriented laptops available. 
Period. Not only is every chip, circuit, 
and line of code designed for privacy, the 
laptops have hardware kill switches for 
the WiFi/Bluetooth and cameras/micro- 
phones. 

Weaver told THE NEw AMERICAN that 
the laptops were not his original — or ul- 
timate — goal. He had always intended 
to build a privacy-friendly phone. The 
laptop end of Purism was both a “proof- 
of-concept” and a way to establish both 
a supply chain and a customer base. That 
goal now accomplished, Purism has re- 
leased an early version of the Librem 5, a 
Linux-powered smartphone that goes even 
further toward respecting and protecting 
users’ privacy. 

The impetus for the creation of the Li- 
brem 5 phone was the birth of Weaver’s 
daughters. He told THE NEw AMERICAN 
that after the birth of his second daughter, 
he realized he was raising two young girls 
in a world where corporate and govern- 
ment surveillance are the norm. That was 
unacceptable to him. He knew how to lock 
an Android phone down and limit most of 
the surveillance, but told THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, “It’s not easily duplicatable.” 
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(shown), is just one of the 


emerging protocols that may help to return the Web to its previous, liberty-respecting existence. 


This writer can sympathize with 
Weaver’s dilemma, having for years 
now used an Android phone that I modi- 
fied to remove all things Google. By 
running an aftermarket operating system 
that spoofs Google Play Services, I am 
able to install and run apps that require 
it. By using privacy-respecting apps 
such as Signal — which requires Google 
Play Services to notify me of incoming 
text messages — and ProtonMail, I have 
greatly re-established the trustworthi- 
ness of my phone. But it is an ongoing 
project to keep everything up-to-date. It 
is not something I can do for all of my 
friends and family. 

Understanding that, Weaver wanted a 
device that he could hand his daughters, 
which would, out of the box, have the pri- 
vacy they need, and to which they have a 
right. And their friends could get one. And 
so could their friends. Everyone who want- 
ed to communicate privately and securely 
could do so. Weaver’s idea is to make pri- 
vacy and security as easy as surveillance. 
Just like you buy an Android or an iPhone 
and start using it to be spied on, you could 
buy a Librem 5 and not be spied on. 

Recognizing that smartphones — by the 
nature of their various sensors and chips 
— are practically designed as surveillance 
devices, Weaver decided to create a smart- 
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phone that respects users’ digital rights. 
“The primary problem [Purism seeks to 
solve] is digital rights,” he said, adding, 
“But the root of that is the devices that 
people use, and obviously the smartphone 
is the number one device that the majority 
of people are using.” Weaver went on to say 
that the smartphone “also happens to be the 
hardest [device] to solve from the perspec- 
tive of having a device that respects you, 
meaning [that] you can own it properly.” 
By “own it properly,” Weaver means that 
you control the device and the flow of data 
coming in and out of it, since data owner- 
ship is inseparable from liberty. After all, if 
you cannot choose who sees your e-mails, 
texts, calendar, GPS location, and other 
data, can you really be said to be free? 
Creating a phone “that respects you” 
and that you can “own” meant the phone 
could not run a proprietary operating sys- 
tem, since the code could never be verified 
as being free from spyware. It also meant 
that the hardware — all the way down to 
the CPU — had to be open source. It meant 
installing hardware kill switches to cut the 
power to the WiFi/Bluetooth and camera/ 
microphone so that users could know for 
certain that their phones were physically 
unable to spy on them when those func- 
tions are turned off. It meant the phone 
would have to ship with apps for private, 
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secure communication and allow users to 
install other such apps. 

In August 2017, Purism launched a 
60-day crowdfunding campaign to raise 
$1.5 million to begin development and 
create the Librem 5. Partly because of in- 
creased public interest in the wake of not 
only Edward Snowden’s revelations, but 
also reports of the surveillance being rou- 
tinely conducted by Google, Facebook, 
and other Big Tech companies, and partly 
because of Purism’s record for delivering 
on promises, the goal was exceeded by 78 
percent. Purism raised almost $2.7 million 
and is now shipping early versions of the 
Librem 5 to those donors. 

The Librem 5 runs a Linux distribu- 
tion, called PureOS (the same operating 
system that runs on Purism’s laptops) 
created by Purism. When coupled with 
a USB hub, keyboard, mouse, and moni- 
tor, the phone will double as a desktop 
computer replacement — a goal even Mi- 
crosoft failed to realize. 

Everything about the Librem 5 (includ- 
ing the design schematics) is open source 
and freely available from Purism, allowing 
verification of Purism’s claims about the 
device. The CPU contains no mystery code. 
And putting both hardware kill switches in 
the off position also cuts the power to the 
radio the phone uses to communicate with 
towers, as well as the GPS chip. 

And while the baseband (that radio that 
communicates with mobile towers) does in- 
clude some proprietary blobs (since there is 
currently no way around that), the Librem 
5 is the only phone that keeps the baseband 
separate from the CPU. All of this adds up 
to Librem 5 being the only smartphone (at 
present) that qualifies for the difficult-to- 
achieve “Respects Your Freedom” certifi- 
cation from the Free Software Foundation. 


Decentralized Services 

for Greater Privacy and Freedom 

As to his commitment to open source pro- 
tocols for interoperable, privacy-friendly 
services, Weaver has put his code where 
his mouth is. Librem One — a full suite 
of secure, encrypted services including Li- 
brem Mail, Librem Chat, Librem Social, 
and Librem Tunnel (VPN service) — is 
now available and can be used on the Li- 
brem 5 and other phones to allow users 
alternatives to Big Tech’s “digital jail” 
model of services. 
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iPhone 11 Pro Max 


Will Apple deliver? Though Apple promises great privacy protections with the iPhone 11, the 
company has a bit of a mixed record where user privacy is concerned. 


Librem One’s services are all built using 
open source protocols. This means that no 
one is locked in or controlled when using 
these services. It also means that someone 
using one of these services could commu- 
nicate with anyone using another service 
that was built to that same protocol. If, for 
instance, User A is using Librem Social 
(built on the Mastodon protocol for decen- 
tralized social media) and user B is using 
another service built on that same protocol 
— such as EagleFireNation — they would 
be able to find each other and connect. No 
“digital jail.” As services such as these 
compete with Facebook, Google, and 
other Big Tech services, that competition 
could lead to a shift in societal expecta- 
tions of what is acceptable where privacy 
and other digital rights are concerned. 

As implied above, Purism is far from 
alone in its quest to decentralize the Web in 
general and services in specific. And while 
Purism focuses on both endpoint devices 
(computers and phones) and services, other 
companies are keeping their focus on only 
services. EagleFire — based in Ohio — is 


Scott Andrews, founder of EagleFire, 
told THE NEW AMERICAN that he started 
EagleFire because, “coming from a Big 
Retail technology and marketing back- 
ground, I saw firsthand personal data 
being collected and what was being done 
with it” and was “appalled.” As to the 
relationship between liberty and privacy, 
Andrews said, “First let’s understand the 
fundamental principle that truly empow- 
ers online privacy: personal data is our 
property. We have inalienable ownership 
rights to personal data just like our other 
God-given liberties. EagleFire provides 
personal data ownership first and privacy 
as anatural extension of that ownership.” 

EagleFire does that by providing 
dedicated hosting of essential online ser- 
vices and dedicated data storage to each 
customer, which gives the user greater 
control of his data. By having dedicated 
storage of personal data, the customer 
has decentralized 
services provided 
along with full 
control of his per- 
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been accessed and can change those 
privileges when they want. 

As to how decentralized services such 
as those offered by Purism and EagleFire 
differ from the centralized services so com- 
mon in the digital space today, Andrews 
explained, “Decentralization of online ser- 
vices is the only way to achieve personal 
data ownership and privacy.” Why? “Cen- 
tralized services, such as Facebook, col- 
lect personal data into one place and share 
storage space among accounts/subscribers 
to streamline costs and increase profits. 
That is a recipe for privacy issues, massive 
data breaches, misuse for political reasons, 
etc.” Andrews went on to say, “By decen- 
tralizing online services and providing each 
customer their own suite of services, only 
they can control them and thus have full 
property ownership rights over the data 
those decentralized services collect.” 

These decentralized services serve as 
competitive alternatives to the monopo- 
listic “locked in” services of Facebook, 
YouTube, etc. By respecting the God-giv- 
en digital rights of users to own and con- 
trol their data, these services already offer 
something Big Tech doesn’t offer. If such 
services catch on, Big Tech could find it- 
self in a position where it may have to shift 
its model to stay competitive. Even if Big 
Tech holds to its current model, users will 
have more and more choices as freedom- 
respecting protocols continue to catch on. 

As Web 3.0 continues to come online, 
the services and products offered by Elix- 
xir, Inrupt, Purism, EagleFire, and others 
appear to be just in time to empower users 
in a “digital rights/data ownership” revo- 
lution. Given how broken the Web is, the 
vision of these few pioneers to steal it back 
from Big Tech is lofty indeed. But then, 
so was the vision to create the Web in the 
first place. All in all, the future of the Web 
is looking up. If users, equipped with these 
tools, are able to wrest control from the 
grasping clutches of Big Tech, the Web 
may finally be a free place once again. Ml 


@ Additional copies of this issue of THE 
New AMERICAN are available at quantity- 
discount prices. To place your order, visit 
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pages 34-35. 


sonal data. Cus- 
tomers also get to 
track by whom, 
when, and where 
personal data has 


using decentralized, open source protocols 
to create services similar to those offered by 
Purism. This means there is competition in 
the digital-rights-respecting marketplace, 
so users have a choice. 
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A UN ROGUES’ GALLERY 


SOCIALISTS, COMMUNISTS, TERRORISTS, GLOBALISTS RUN THE SHOW 


Agents of the Socialist International, Communist China, and 
Russia control the dictators club on the East River. 


by William F. Jasper 


& & herever help 
is needed 
and people 


are suffering you will find 
dedicated United Nations 
staff contributing their time, 
assistance and expertise to 
positively transform lives 
and make the world a safer 
and better place for this and 
future generations.” 

The self-serving accolade 
above comes to us from the 
United Nations’ web page 
aimed at attracting new ca- 
reerists for the global organ- 
ization’s ever-burgeoning 
workforce. Sounds very 
noble and idealistic, right? 
Too bad the ugly reality of 
the UN’s record clashes vio- 
lently with the recruitment 
propaganda of the UN’s 
image polishers. 

Undoubtedly there are 
some noble and virtuous idealists among 
the tens of thousands of UN employees 
operating across the globe, but the sad 
truth is that for an organization that bills 
itself as a champion of human rights and 
humanitarian concerns, the United Na- 
tions has amassed an appalling record of 
support for totalitarianism, corruption, ter- 
rorism, and oppression. And its employ- 
ees — from top officials to low-level ap- 
paratchiks — have been caught nonstop in 
terrible scandals: bribery, embezzlement, 


William F: Jasper is senior editor of THE NEW 
AMERICAN. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


, 


ANTONIO GUTERRES 


Socialist-in-chief: UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres served as 

president of the Socialist International before taking the post of United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), where he helped 

devise the migration tsunami that flooded Europe with migrants. 


sex trafficking, narcotics trafficking, mur- 
der, mass rape, torture, child pornography, 
child sex trade, and on and on. 

This sordid record should not surprise 
anyone, since represented among the 194 
nations that make up the membership of 
the UN we have some of the worst mass- 
murdering regimes in the history of the 
world. This includes countries that are still 
openly communist, one-party dictator- 
ships — China, Cuba, Vietnam, Cambo- 
dia, North Korea — and “former” commu- 
nist countries that are still run dictatorially 
by “former” communists — Russia, Ka- 
zahkstan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Roma- 


nia, Slovenia, Bulgaria, etc. 
— as well as brutal Islamist 
regimes and run-of-the-mill 
corrupt kleptocracies. 

An important indication 
of the hard-left ideological 
tilt of the UN is the strong 
anti-American voting of the 
General Assembly. This was 
displayed recently with that 
body’s overwhelming vote 
(187 to 3) on November 7 to 
condemn the United States’ 
economic embargo of com- 
munist Cuba. Only Israel and 
Brazil stood with the United 
States. This was a repetition 
of many previous votes on the 
same issue over many years. 
For decades, Cuban dictator 
Fidel Castro held a cult-like 
following among the UN’s so- 
called Non-Aligned Nations. 
This reporter has attended UN 
sessions and summits where 
Fidel was greeted with raptur- 
ous pandemonium by virtu- 
ally the entire UN assembly, including the 
world press corps. Castro’s passing and the 
repeated exposure of his crimes and des- 
potism have not lessened his appeal to the 
UN globocrats. 

However, it is not only the foreign 
diplomats and bureaucrats who exhibit 
animus toward America and a sympathy 
for totalitarianism. The American citizens 
working for the UN or representing the 
United States at the UN often have been 
among the worst anti-American, pro- 
tyranny subversives in the organization. 
As far back as 1952, U.S. Senator James 
O. Eastland (D-Miss.), chairman of the 
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The American citizens working for the UN or representing 
the United States at the UN often have been among 
the worst anti-American, pro-tyranny subversives in the 


organization. 


Senate Judiciary Committee, stated, after 
extensive hearings: “I am appalled at the 
extensive evidence indicating that there is 
today in the UN among the American em- 
ployees there, the greatest concentration 
of Communists that this Committee has 
ever encountered.... These people occupy 
high positions. They have very high sala- 
ries and almost all of these people have, 
in the past, been employees in 
the U.S. government in high 
and sensitive positions.” 
Alger Hiss, advisor to Presi- 
dent Franklin Roosevelt and 
acting secretary-general at 
the UN founding conference 
in San Francisco, was the 
UN’s most notorious Soviet 
agent. But there were many 
more: Soloman Adler, Vir- 
ginius Frank Coe, Lawrence 
Duggan, Noel Field, Harold 
Glasser, Victor Perlo, Nathan 
G. Silvermaster, Harry Dexter 
White, and others. However, 
in addition to the commu- 
nists, there was an additional 
category of subversives who 
worked with and assisted 
the communists: globalists, 
particularly those associated 
with the Council on Foreign 
Relations (CFR). Alger Hiss 
was both a communist and a 
globalist member of the CFR. 
Our State Department, along 
with much of our federal bu- 
reaucracy and foreign-policy 
establishment, align with the 
globalist camp, and the lead- 
ing globalists are invariably 
members of the CFR. They are 
working feverishly to sabotage 
President Trump’s “America 
First” policies and to continue 
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the UN-globalist decades-long effort to 
create a socialist world government. 

In our survey below, we have space only 
to highlight the backgrounds and records of 
a relatively few of the most important UN 
officials who are guiding what they call the 
“total transformation” of society and the 
planet. We are drawing particular atten- 
tion to the huge influence of the Socialist 


Orwell rebooted: Communist China’s Houlin Zhao has been put in charge 
of the United Nations International Telecommunications Union (ITU), the 
UN bureaucracy that is trying to take control over the Internet. 


International, a global coalition of socialist 
and rebranded communist parties that holds 
tremendous sway at the UN and in its many 
agencies. For decades, THE NEw AMERICAN 
has been virtually alone in exposing the So- 
cialist International takeover of the UN; the 
Fake News Media have carefully avoided 
mention of this important issue. 

Likewise, they have assiduously cen- 
sored one of the most alarming develop- 
ments of recent years: the takeover of 
many of the UN’s key posts by Commu- 
nist China, which THE NEw AMERICAN’S 
Alex Newman has extensively covered 
over the past several years. In addition, 
with the so-called collapse of commu- 
nism in the Soviet Union, we have seen 
a flood of new countries from the former 
USSR and Warsaw Pact into the UN. 
Many of them are still run by lifelong 
communists relabeled as “social demo- 
crats” or some such thing, 
and they have greatly mul- 
tiplied the communist pres- 
ence at the UN headquarters 
in New York, as well as in 
the UN’s vast bureaucracy 
around the world. Within six 
months of beginning opera- 
tion in 1946, the UN Secre- 
tariat staff had expanded 
10 times in size, from 300 
to 3,000. “Since 1946,” the 
UN website boasts, “the 
Organization has gradu- 
ally transformed itself into 
a global Secretariat with a 
workforce that now numbers 
some 44,000 specialized 
men and women.” This vast 
mob of globocrats operates 
a mammoth bureaucracy 
that encompasses dozens of 
specialized agencies, funds, 
programs, committees, and 
commissions. American tax- 
payers have the privilege of 
picking up much of the tab 
for this. The United States 
is assessed 22 percent of the 
UN’s annual budget, more 
than double the next high- 
est contributor, Japan (9.68 
percent), and nearly triple 
China’s contribution (7.92 
percent). 

Here are some of the most 
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significant individuals running this im- 
mense globalist operation that we are 
financing: 

United Nations Secretary-General An- 
tonio Guterres — A former socialist prime 
minister of Portugal, Guterres went on to 
serve as vice-president of the Socialist 
International (SI) and SI president from 
1999-2005. He left that post to accept the 
position of United Nations high commis- 
sioner for refugees (UNHCR), a post he 
held for 10 years. Most notable among his 
“achievements” there was the mass migra- 
tion policy of the UN and the European 
Union that swamped Europe with a couple 
million Muslim “refugees,” while ignoring 
the cries of the genuine Christian refugees 
who were (and are) being slaughtered in 
Muslim-dominated nations. As a reward for 
his destructive migration policies, Guterres 
was elevated to Secretary-General of the 
entire UN. “The Socialist International of- 
fers its warm congratulations to Antonio 
Guterres, who was confirmed today by 
acclamation as the formal choice of the 
UN Security Council as its nominee to 
become the ninth secretary-general of the 
United Nations,” the Socialist International 


leadership declared on October 6, 2016. 
“Guterres is well known to the global social 
democratic family, having served as prime 
minister of Portugal from 1995-2002, and 
president of the Socialist International.” 
Among the many attacks on freedom and 
national sovereignty that Guterres has been 
aggressively promoting as secretary-gener- 
al are the UN’s fraudulent global-warming 
hoax known as the Paris Climate Accord, 
and Agenda 2030, the UN blueprint for 
total control over the entire environment 
and all humanity (in other words, every- 
thing) in the name of “sustainable devel- 
opment.” Guterres has also been critically 
important in assisting Beijing in its efforts 
to place its communist agents in charge of 
many critical UN positions. 

All of this has endeared Gutteres to 
the globalist establishment, earning him 
invitations to the secretive Bilderberg 
gatherings and honored appearances at 
the Council on Foreign Relations, Euro- 
pean Council on Foreign Relations, World 
Economic Forum, and other confabs of the 
internationalist set. 

World Bank Group President David 
R. Malpass — Former U.S. treasury 
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Cruel farce: Michelle Bachelet, the former socialist president of Chile and an ardent supporter of 
communist dictatorships, sits as UN high commissioner for human rights, in charge of the UN’s 


notoriously hypocritical “human rights” program. 
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under secretary and Wall Street insider 
(Bear Stearns) David R. Malpass was 
named as 13th president of the World 
Bank Group on April 5, 2019. Besides 
being a CFR member, Malpass has served 
on the boards of the Rockefeller family’s 
Council of the Americas, and the National 
Committee on U.S.-China Relations, one 
of the most important globalist organiza- 
tions that have been promoting the trans- 
fer of technology, manufacturing plants, 
and financial aid to Communist China for 
the past four decades. He has also been 
a chief lobbyist for ever-larger U.S. tax- 
payer financing of the World Bank and 
International Monetary Fund. 

tary-General of the United Na- 

ternational Telecommunications 
Union (ITU) Houlin Zhao — Incredibly, 
the United Nations has gotten away with 
naming an agent of the most repressive re- 
gime in the world, and the one most guilty 
of Orwellian censorship and omnipresent 
spying on its own citizens, to be the head 
of the UN agency that seeks to become the 
ruling authority over the Internet. UN of- 
ficials and the pro-UN establishment press 
have been remarkably soft on Zhao’s com- 
ments concerning communist China’s dra- 
conian censorship and harsh penalties for 
Internet free-speech “crimes.” 

United Nations Industrial Develop- 
ment Organization (UNIDO) Director 
General Li Yong — UNIDO, a “spe- 
cialized agency” of the UN headquar- 
tered in Vienna, Austria, is tasked with 
promoting “inclusive and sustainable 
industrial development.” And, says the 
UNIDO website, “inclusive and sus- 
tainable industrialization now features 
strongly in the 2030 Agenda for Sustain- 
able Development.” This makes Yong, 
a career servant of China’s Communist 
Party, an ideal choice for implement- 
ing Mao-style economic and industrial 
central planning for the planet. Hav- 
ing served as China’s vice minister of 
finance, as a member of the Monetary 
Policy Committee of the Central Bank 
of China, and as the communist nation’s 
representative in various functions at 
the World Bank, he was promoted to his 
UNIDO post in 2013. UNIDO has been 
notorious for assisting and promoting 
corrupt, left-wing dictatorships, includ- 
ing murderous communist regimes such 
as in Cuba and North Korea. 
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United Nations International Civil 
Aviation Organization (ICAO) Secretary- 
General Fang Liu — The ICAO is the 
principal UN organ pushing global taxes 
on air travel, along with mandating carbon 
emission offsets and the use of more biofu- 
els through its Carbon Offsetting and Re- 
duction Scheme for International Aviation 
(CORSIA). Liu was named to head the 
agency in 2015, after having served eight 
years as the director of ICAO’s Bureau of 
Administration and Services. 


United Nations High Commissioner 
for Human Rights (UNHCHR) Michelle 
Bachelet — A former socialist president 
of Chile, Bachelet is an ardent admirer 
of Fidel Castro and Venezuela’s Hugo 
Chavez. She worked closely with them 


and other dictators and terrorist sponsors 
in the international communist alliance 
known as the Sao Paulo Forum (Foro 
de Sado Paulo). When anti-communist 
General Augusto Pinochet overthrew the 
communist regime of Salvador Allende 
in 1973, Bachelet showed her true colors 
by fleeing the country and eventually set- 
tling in communist East Germany, then 
one of the most repressive regimes in the 
Soviet system. At a time when Germans 
were risking death in attempts to escape 
East Germany, she aligned herself with 
the murderous police state of Erich Ho- 
necker. This makes her a good fit for the 
UN’s “human rights” program, which is 
so hypocritically larded with the world’s 
worst human rights violators as to have 


Planetary food commissar: Qu Dongyu is one of China’s latest UN high-level placements, now in 
charge of the UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO). 


For decades, THE NEw AMERICAN has been virtually alone 
in exposing the Socialist International takeover of the UN; 
the Fake News Media have carefully avoided mention of 


this important issue. 
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zero credibility with anyone who truly 
cares about freedom and human rights. 

United Nations Educational, Scien- 
tific and Cultural Organization (UNES- 
CO) Director-General Audrey Azou- 
lay — Madame Azoulay is a member of 
the Socialist Party of France, which is 
a member of the Socialist International. 
She served as minister of culture under 
French socialist prime minister Frangois 
Hollande. Among other things, globalist 
architects have long envisioned UNESCO 
as eventually becoming a global school 
board, ordering a uniform curriculum to 
mold the human mind in a direction ame- 
nable to their collectivist dreams. The 
Common Core curriculum that has stirred 
such alarm and anger across the country 
is implementing the UNESCO vision of 
creating “global citizens.” Some may 
consider that at least Azoulay is a slight 
improvement over her predecessor, Irina 
Bokova, a notorious Communist Party 
operative and loyal agent of Bulgaria’s 
mass-murdering regime. However, the 
huge UNESCO bureaucracy is still in 
place, and Azoulay is unlikely to do any- 
thing to reverse or ameliorate any of the 
subversive UNESCO program advanced 
by Bokova. 

United Nations Food and Agriculture 
Organization (FAO) Director-General 
Qu Dongyu — China got its opportunity 
to capture the top slot of the UN’s power- 
ful FAO earlier this year, marking the first 
time a person from a communist country 
was named to the post. However, many 
would argue that plenty of Marxists of 
one stripe or another have occupied the 
position. Case in point: Qu’s predeces- 
sor, José Graziano da Silva of Brazil, who 
was boon comrade to top communists 
throughout Latin America, including Bra- 
zil’s communist President Luis Inacio 
“Lula” da Silva. Lula went to prison after 
being convicted in a massive criminal 
conspiracy that looted millions of dollars 
from Petrobas, Brazil’s state-owned oil 
company. Beijing wanted its man in the 
FAO slot bad enough to engage in bribery 
to secure votes for Qu Dongyu. It worked; 
China has plenty of cash and the UN is 
loaded with officials and employees who 
are for sale. 

Political and Peacebuilding Affairs 
Under-Secretary-General Rosemary A. 
DiCarlo — A member of the Council on 
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Criminals in charge: Yury Fedotov, a faithful communist official in the old Soviet Union, now 
serves Vladimir Putin and heads the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC). 


Foreign Relations, Rosemary A. DiCar- 
lo has served on the staffs of UNESCO 
and the U.S. State Department for many 
years. President Obama appointed her as 
deputy permanent representative to the 
United Nations and she served as acting 
U.S. ambassador to the United Nations 
when Susan Rice left that post to become 
President Obama’s national security advi- 
sor. She was appointed under-secretary- 
general for political affairs by Secretary- 
General Antonio Guterres. 

UN Assistant Secreta 
Rule of Law and Security Institutions 
Alexandre Zouev — Zouev was trained 
during the Soviet era at the Moscow State 
Institute/University for International Re- 
lations (MGIMO), the elite school for 
top Communist Party candidates run by 
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the 
KGB. It is still run by the Russian Min- 
istry of Foreign Affairs and Putin’s “re- 
formed” KGB/FSB. Zouev later served 
as a dean at MGIMO before moving on 
to Soviet “diplomatic” assignments at 
the UN with the United Nations Devel- 
opment Programme (UNDP), the United 
Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), and 
the United Nations Office for Project Ser- 
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vices (UNOPS). His Soviet training un- 
doubtedly gave him an understanding of 
the “rule of law” that is compatible with 
that promoted by the lawless United Na- 
tions, but one that is incompatible with 
ordered liberty and limited constitutional 
government. 

United Nations Office on Drugs and 
Crime (UNODC) Executive Director 
Yury Fedotov — A Soviet communist 
official dating back to the Brezhnev era, 
Fedotov was appointed executive direc- 
tor of the United Nations Office on Drugs 
and Crime (UNODC) and director-general 
of the United Nations Office in Vienna 
(UNOV) by then-Secretary-General Ban 
Ki-moon. He also holds the rank of under- 
secretary-general of the United Nations. 
Like Alexandre Zouev, he was trained at 
the elite MGIMO academy, and took up 
his assignment in the Soviet foreign ser- 
vice in 1972. 

United Nations Children’s Fund 
(UNICEF) Executive Director Henriette 
Fore — Well-connected to the globalist 
establishment, Fore is a member of the 
CFR, a trustee of the Aspen Institute, is 
a trustee of the Center for Strategic and 
International Studies, and has served as 
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global co-chair of the Asia Society. She 
has also served in top State Department 
postings, including as administrator of 
the U.S. Agency for International Devel- 
opment (USAID), where she boasted of 
doubling, tripling, and quadrupling for- 
eign aid. She replaces Anthony Lake, the 
pro-communist advisor to President Bill 
Clinton, who used his UNICEF post to, 
among other things, promote the “refu- 
gee” invasion of Europe cooked up by 
Guterres and other UN officials. 

International Union for the Conserva- 
tion of Nature (IUCN) President Zhang 
Xinsheng — The IUCN is not an official 
UN body, but it has assumed near-official 
status as the premier “science” organiza- 
tion providing data and analysis to buttress 
UN claims regarding biodiversity, species 
extinction, sustainable development, and 
other environmental issues supposedly de- 
manding immediate empowerment of the 
UN over all areas of our lives. Zhang has 
also served as chairman of the executive 
board of UNESCO. 
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The listing of individuals above barely 
scratches the surface. In addition there 
are hundreds of UN deputy secretar- 
ies, assistant secretaries, and minions at 
various levels who are representatives of 
brutal regimes and parties of the Social- 
ist International. Beyond this there are 
“special envoys” and “special representa- 
tives” who travel the world promoting the 
UN’s causes. Gro Harlem Brundtland, the 
former prime minister of Norway, former 
vice president of the Socialist Interna- 
tional, and former director-general of the 
UN’s World Health Organization (WHO), 
is a prime example. She now continues 
her socialist UN propaganda duties as 
deputy chair of The Elders, a group of 
“elder statesmen” that includes Jimmy 
Carter, Desmond Tutu, former Mexican 
President Ernesto Zedillo, former Irish 
President Mary Robinson, and former 
Chilean President Richard Lagos. 

Since its founding in 1945, the UN 
has compiled a 74-year history that bru- 
tally belies the puffery of its publicists and 
media allies. It is shot through from top to 
bottom with officials and employees who 
represent not the best, but the worst, of hu- 
manity. It has proven itself unreformable 
and should be defunded and abandoned 
before it can cause further harm. 
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WOULD DESTROY THE EARTH 


The developed world, not the developing world, believe it or not, 
is where one finds less air and water pollution, and increased care 
for the environment — largely because it can afford to care. 


Can we see the forest for the trees? Counterintuitively, there’s more forested area in the United 


States today than 100 years ago, thanks to modern farming and ranching methods that bring 


greater yields using less land. 


by Selwyn Duke 


shorefront property, Lake Karachay 

circa 1990 was the place and time to 
buy. Nestled in the beauteous southern 
Ural Mountains, there was no better locale 
for peace, quiet, and solitude. There was 
a catch, however: Lingering around the 
shore a few hours put you at risk of acute 


f you’d wanted some really cheap 


Selwyn Duke has written for THE NEW AMERICAN 
for more than a decade. He has also written for The 
Hill, Observer, The American Conservative, World- 
NetDaily, American Thinker, and many other print 


and online publications. 
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radiation poisoning. But, hey, if you’re a 
Child of Atom (from video game Fallout 
4) or a moss piglet (a small, radiation-re- 
sistant aquatic creature) and have a han- 
kering for deathly silence, the small USSR 
lake could have been your Shangri-La. 

Welcome to environmental steward- 
ship, socialism style. 

As with Indonesia’s Citarum River — one 
of the world’s most polluted and a dumping 
ground for human and industrial waste — 
Lake Karachay is an extreme example of 
an old phenomenon: Contrary to greento- 
pian myth, poorer, more-undeveloped, less- 
free lands have the worst environments. In 
contrast, the freest, richest nations enjoy 
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by far the cleanest environments and have 
flourishing, well-preserved wilderness. 
This truth has never been more relevant, 
too. For our time’s socialist doomsayer 
demagogues claim that if we just give them 
enough power, they’ll serve up a sustain- 
able, verdant tomorrow. But history shows 
that they’ll deliver a toxic wasteland with 
pollution distributed to, and more equally 
affecting, everyone — except themselves. 
Environmental destruction is an old 
story. It happens naturally on various scales. 
In fact, the most devastating environmen- 
tal “catastrophes” — if we’re to thus label 
what atheists would brand purposeless 
natural occurrences and theists may call 
God’s will — have been authored by forces 
more powerful than man. Scientists tell us 
that there have been five mass extinctions 
during the Earth’s history, with causes rang- 
ing from ice ages to volcanic activity to a 
possible asteroid strike to the emergence of 
competitor species to the unknown (alas, 
the Green New Deal wasn’t around to save 
the day). All told, 99.9 percent of the spe- 
cies that have ever existed have gone ex- 
tinct — virtually all without man’s help. 
Of course, while many biologists claim 
we're experiencing a sixth mass extinc- 
tion (with the competitor species being 
us), any of the other aforementioned di- 
sasters could occur again. Additionally 
and according to Science™, we have to 
worry (well, we don’t really have to, but 
it is a hobby with some people) about a 
nearby supernova, a hotter burning sun, 
the death of our sun, colliding galaxies, 
a roving black hole, CO, levels dropping 
too low to allow for plant photosynthesis, 
and, on the nearer term, out-of-control ar- 
tificial intelligence (The Terminator) and 
aggressive, technologically superior extra- 
terrestrials (Independence Day). 
Returning to the more mundane, man’s 
environmental despoilment is not, as many 
assume, a modern Western phenomenon. 
Arid North Africa was once a Roman prov- 
ince and the empire’s breadbasket, but later 
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Arab invasions led to the region’s medieval 
deforestation. The world’s largest desert, the 
Sahara, “was once green and alive, pocked 
with lakes, rivers, grasslands and even for- 
ests,” wrote the Smithsonian in 2017. But 
non-Western humans and their goats might 
have “tipped the balance” and kick-started a 
“dramatic ecological transformation,” sug- 
gests archaeologist David Wright. Across 
the pond, medieval American Indians via 
their agricultural practices “increased soil 
erosion and sediment yields to the Dela- 
ware River basin” and “decreased forest 
cover to reorient their settlements and in- 
tensify corn production,” a 2011 Baylor 
University study found. Moreover, “From 
New England to the Southwest, wherever 
Indian populations were dense and farming 
was intense, deforestation was common,” 
wrote the Property and Environment Re- 
search Center in 1996. “Indeed, the myste- 
rious departure of the Anasazi from the can- 
yons of southeastern Utah in the thirteenth 
century may have been due to depletion of 
wood supplies used for fuel.” There goes 
the “noble savage” living “in harmony with 
nature” bit. 

That said, our time’s far-denser popu- 
lations and greater technology — modern 
weapons, drift-net fishing, industry that 
can disgorge chemicals and toxic waste, 
nuclear contamination, etc. — create the 
potential for environmental destruction on 


a grander scale. There are serious prob- 
lems, too, ranging from deforestation to 
water supply pollution to species’ extinc- 
tion to oceanic debris, with plastics of par- 
ticular concern. Furthermore, we’re told 
the issue is our modern, “unsustainable” 
lifestyles and that if the Third World be- 
comes like us, perish the thought, doomed 
we will be; in fact, implied is that we need 
to become more like the Third World. 
Intuitively, this can seem to make sense. 
I mean, we do produce a lot, and consume 
a lot, and use massive amounts of energy. 
We’re downright profligate. Yet is the 
above green assumption really true? 


On the Environment, the West Is Best 
In reality, Western Civilization is doing re- 
markably well environmentally. Consider 
the United States. We not only currently 
have our planet’s fourth-largest collection 
of forests, “comprising eight percent of the 
world’s forests, or about 300 million hec- 
tares,” wrote Wide Open Spaces in 2015, 
but also more trees now than we had 100 
years ago. In fact, the Earth in general has 
more trees than it did 35 years ago, largely 
due to gains in Europe and North America. 
Providing specifics about changes from 
1982 to 2016, the World Economic Forum 
(WEF) reported in 2018 that the United 
States gained 378,000 square kilometers 
of tree canopy cover, while Europe added 
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The Yin and Yang of yuck: Ninety-five percent of the plastic waste entering the oceans via rivers 
comes from just 10 rivers — eight in Asia and two in Africa. China’s Yangtze (shown) is one of 


the world’s two worst offenders. 
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741,000 square kilometers. Russia, part of 
which lies in Asia, “added 790,000 square 
kilometers,” writes the WEF. (Even China 
is doing better in this regard: A fter initiating 
a major tree-planting program, it has gained 
324,000 square kilometers of trees.) 

In contrast, the WEF tells us that South 
America lost 431,000 square kilometers 
from 1982 to 2016. As for Africa, policy 
institute Chatham House claimed in 2018 
that up “to 58,000 square miles of forests 
are being lost to deforestation every year.” 
Do note, shrinking tropical jungle means 
lost biodiversity. 

And what of air and water? “Since 
the late 1970s, pollutants in the air have 
plunged” in the United States, wrote the 
Heritage Foundation in 2015. And 100 
years ago, “about one in four deaths in 
America was due to contaminants in drink- 
ing water. But from 1971-2002, fewer than 
three people per year in the United States 
were documented to have died from water 
contamination.” Moreover, Europe also 
enjoys cleaner air and water than it did 
decades ago. 

Yet in the developing world, air pol- 
lution “is getting worse,” reported The 
Guardian in 2018, with India having the 
title of “the most polluted country on 
earth,” according to the Financial Times. 
And as The Water Project tells us, “In de- 
veloping countries, about 80% of illnesses 
are linked to poor water and sanitation 
conditions. [One] out of every 5 deaths 
under the age of 5 worldwide is due to a 
water-related disease.” 

Then there are the oceans. Plastic mi- 
cro-particles are now ubiquitous in them, 
and larger plastic items can kill marine 
creatures. As to the problem’s magnitude, 
“Every year, 8 million metric tons of plas- 
tics enter our ocean on top of the estimated 
150 million metric tons that currently cir- 
culate [in] our marine environments,” ac- 
cording to the Ocean Conservancy. (Note: 
Some scientists believe these numbers are 
exaggerated, as naturally occurring, “plas- 
tic eating” microbes may already be at 
work.) Yet the United States is responsible 
for less than one percent of it, reported the 
Wall Street Journal in 2015, despite hav- 
ing 4.27 percent of the world’s population 
and producing approximately nine percent 
of the world’s plastic. (By the by, now de- 
monized plastic straws, which demagogues 
aim to deep-six, account for far less than 
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The Sahara “was once green and alive, pocked with 
lakes, rivers, grasslands and even forests,” wrote the 
Smithsonian in 2017. But non-Western humans and 

their goats might have “tipped the balance” and kick- 
started a “dramatic ecological transformation,” suggests 


archaeologist David Wright. 


Absolute power pollutes absolutely: To destroy the Marsh Arabs’ culture, Iraqi despot Saddam 
Hussein drained their wetlands and poisoned the water, reducing a marshland once almost as 
large as Wales to just 10 percent its original size, making the Marsh Arabs more dependent. 


one percent of our one percent.) As for Eu- 
rope, it’s also a plastics one-percenter while 
producing almost 18 percent of the world’s 
plastic. So who’s guilty? 

Up to “95 percent of the plastic waste 
transported by rivers into oceans comes 
from just ten rivers,” the New York Post 
informed in 2017. Eight of them are in 
Asia and a pair in Africa, with the two big- 
gest offenders being China’s Yangtze and 
India’s Ganges. Moreover, most plastic 
waste comes from just five Asian nations. 
China contributes more than any other 
four countries combined, being responsi- 
ble for 28 percent of ocean-polluting plas- 
tics despite having only 18.59 percent of 
the global population and producing just 
under 17 percent of the world’s plastic. 

In fact, China has largely become syn- 
onymous with pollution, with smog dense 
enough to block sunlight from solar panels 
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and a majority of its water contaminated. 
Then there’s Sichuan Province, where 
farmers must pollinate their apple orchards 
by hand because pesticides have killed off 
their entire wild bee population. Yet, in- 
terestingly, across the sea from China is 
an Asian exception: Japan. Despite hav- 
ing the world’s seventh longest coastline, 
relatively little of its plastic finds its way 
into the ocean, and it’s now quite a clean 
country overall (Fukushima accident not- 
withstanding). So what’s the difference? 
Well, there are two prerequisites for envi- 
ronmental health: freedom and prosperity. 


The Path of the Good Shepherd 

A forgotten episode from the 1990s con- 
cers the plight of the Marsh Arabs. Liv- 
ing in Iraq’s Mesopotamian Marshes, their 
5,000-year-old culture was targeted for 
destruction by late dictator Saddam Hus- 
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sein starting in 1988. Aside from bombing 
their villages, the despot drained the wet- 
lands and poisoned the water, reducing a 
marshland once almost as large as Wales 
to just 10 percent its original size by 2000; 
in total, more than 9,300 square miles of it 
became a desert of death and destruction. A 
similar process, albeit for different reasons, 
occurred with the USSR’s draining of the 
Aral Sea, a phenomenon called “one of the 
planet’s worst environmental disasters.” 
Once the world’s fourth-largest lake, it was 
reduced to 10 percent its original size and 
had split into four smaller lakes by 1997. 
(Note: The Mesopotamian Marshes have 
since been partially re-flooded.) 

Speaking of lakes brings us back to the 
radioactive Karachay, which got that way 
courtesy of the nearby Mayak nuclear fa- 
cility. The Soviet “government kept Mayak 
entirely secret until 1990, and it spent that 
period of invisibility mainly having nuclear 
meltdowns and dumping waste into the 
river [that fed the lake],” wrote the environ- 
mental website Grist in 2012. “By the time 
Mayak’s existence was officially acknowl- 
edged, there had been a 21 percent increase 
in cancer incidence, a 25 percent increase 
in birth defects, and a 41 percent increase in 
leukemia in the surrounding region of Che- 
lyabinsk. The Techa river, which provided 
water to nearby villages, was so contami- 
nated that up to 65 percent of locals fell ill 
with radiation sickness — which the doctors 
termed ‘special disease,’ because as long as 
the facility was secret, they weren’t allowed 
to mention radiation in their diagnoses.” In 
fact, the most radioactively contaminated 
place on Earth, Mayak’s discharges “have 
polluted hundreds of lakes ... and people 
are still banned from living or farming in 
a zone 350 square kilometres around the 
complex,” New Scientist reported in 1997. 

The point? Autocrats — especially 
given the type of (sometimes sociopathic) 
people rising to power in despotic regimes 
— generally have no compunction about 
destroying man or nature if it serves their 
ends. As for the killing of Karachay, there 
were no media or public-interest watch- 
dogs to sound an alarm, no governments 
or private entities to sue, and no politicians 
to hold accountable via elections because 
there was no freedom. Perhaps we can say: 
Absolute power pollutes absolutely. 

This doesn’t mean freer nations don’t 
have environmental woes — especially 
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when government is wrongly involved. An 
example was the Love Canal contamination 
problem in upstate New York in the late 
1970s, resulting from government projects 
that released previously sequestered toxic 
waste, according to Steve Bonta in “Envi- 
ronmental Stewardship” (THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, September 25, 2000). 

The issue is that there’s a pitfall to gov- 
ernment involvement: “Politicians do not 
expend their own revenues or regulate 
their own properties when they enact en- 
vironmental laws,” wrote Bonta. “Conse- 
quently, they need not be concerned about 
their environmental actions destroying their 
own livelihoods or placing their own lands 
off-limits to development.... The result 
is what legal activist Clint Bolick calls a 
‘separation of authority from responsibil- 
ity.’ Bolick notes ‘that ... government de- 
cision-makers are largely immunized from 
the consequences of their decisions.’” 

But what of the idea 
that public lands belong 


as carefully as any good farmer 
would, because our lands represent 
our livelihood. 


Now consider the devastating wildfires 
currently raging in California. Even Gold- 
en State officials have tacitly admitted, 
reported the New York Post November 20, 
that they erupted due to government forest 
land mismanagement. 

The lesson? Conservation’s probability 
is maximized when those with authority 
over nature areas have a direct vested in- 
terest (usually economic) in their preser- 
vation. The more that government has this 
authority, however, the less likely this is. 

To elaborate further, the liberty/healthy 
environment phenomenon was explained 
well by The Stream in its 2015 article, 
“Why Do the Freest Economies have [sic] 
the Cleanest Streams?” “Free economies 
aren’t dog-eat-dog, free-for-all econo- 


mies,” the site wrote, expounding upon the 
matter of “ordered liberty.” “An economy 
where people rob, kill and pollute at will 
isn’t free. Most of us intuitively grasp this 
when we’re thinking about criminal acts 
of violence, but the same holds for pollu- 
tion. Economists actually have a term for 
helping understand pollution as a violation 
of other people’s freedom”: negative exter- 
nality. 

An externality is a business action af- 
fecting individuals not associated with, 
or patrons of, the business. The Stream 
elaborates: 


A cherry orchard creates a positive 
externality for everyone driving 
past it when the cherry trees are in 
blossom. A factory with poor pol- 
lution controls creates a negative 
externality.... Ideally the factory’s 
neighbors would be free to breathe 
unpolluted air in their 
backyard, but the facto- 


to the people? “Surely the 
people would not damage 
the environment, thereby 
operating against their own 


Air thick enough to chew: While some call clean air a 


ry’s sooty smoke settling 
onto those yards imping- 
es on that freedom. 

In societies character- 


right, it’s really a rich man’s delight. An old Chinese proverb 
explains why: “When there’s food on the table, there are many 
problems; when there’s no food on the table, there’s only one 
problem.” Those struggling to survive don’t become Green 
Party candidates. 


self-interest!” Bonta later 
wrote. This fallacy’s fatal 
flaw “is that everybody’s 
responsibility is nobody’s 
responsibility,” he contin- 


ized by ordered liberty 
— neither anarchy nor 
hyper-regulation — sane 
laws make negative exter- 
nalities part of the market 


ued. What transpires when 
authority and responsibility 
are linked, however, was 
explained well by an ex- 
cerpt Bonta presented from 
a Pacific Lumber Company 
brochure: 


Because a continuous 
supply of trees is vital 
to The Pacific Lumber 
Company, we man- 
age and cultivate our 
194,000 acres of for- 
estland carefully. We 
maintain access roads 
so we can protect our 
trees against forest 
fires, erosion, insects, 
or damage from human 
activity. We plant and 
nurture new seedlings 
to replace the trees we 
cut. We watch our lands 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


_. 


activity that causes the 
pollution so that the cost 
is borne by either the fac- 
tory, its trading partner, or 
both, rather than fobbing 
off the cost on uninvolved 
land owners with the mis- 
fortune of living down- 
wind from the factory. 

At the same time, the 
freest societies avoid regu- 
latory micromanaging of 
the business transaction, 
since hyper-regulation of 
this kind scrambles mar- 
ket incentives and leads 
to unintended bad conse- 
quences. The trick, in other 
words, is to work with 
market forces rather than 
against them. This is not a 
lesson that leaders in com- 
mand-and-control societies 
usually take to heart. 
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ENVIRONMENT 


ste 


From desperate people to denuded land: Africa has a deforestation problem because, contrary 


4 


to myth, it needs to become more like us. Low-tech farming methods’ inefficiency means that 
more land must be cultivated — and, of course, cleared. 


The Beauty of Many Problems 

Economic freedom ultimately breeds 
wealth, and wealth breeds environmen- 
tal health. For when “there’s food on the 
table, there are many problems; when 
there’s no food on the table, there’s only 
one problem,” the Chinese proverb goes. 
Starving people aren’t worried about burn- 
ing jungle to farm or killing an endangered 
animal; they’re endangered themselves. 
As the “environmental Kuznets Curve” 
informs, The Stream also wrote, “the 
wealthier a country is, the more its citi- 
zens can afford to pay for, and are willing 
to pay for, clean air and water.” 

Yet wealth has other positive effects, 
too. Just consider how poverty “is one 
of the most significant indirect reasons 
causing deforestation across Africa,” 
Chatham House also told us in 2018. 
When Africans clear forest to farm and 
avoid starvation, their inefficient, low- 
tech methods mean they need to use a lot 
of land to achieve a sufficient yield, the 
site explained. Moreover, their lack of 
fertilizer causes land depletion, resulting 
in even more forest being cut. 

In contrast, land devoted to agriculture 
in the United States dropped by 72 million 
acres between 1982 and 2012, continuing 
a long trend, reports the Farmland Infor- 
mation Center; this is despite our popula- 
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tion and food needs growing during that 
period. It’s a testimonial to economic-free- 
dom-born technology and innovation and 
is why our forested area is, as mentioned 
earlier, greater than it was 100 years ago. 

So the truth is precisely the opposite of 
the green demagogues’ claims. We needn’t 
fear the Third World “becoming like us” 
and using the last of the planet’s resources. 
Saving the environment means they must 
become like us: freer, wealthier, and hence 
more advanced, so they’Il be good shep- 
herds of the Earth. 

We should fear, however, environmen- 
talist schemes that would make us more 
like the Third World. Sure, command-and- 
control proposals by green doomsayers — 
who peddle propaganda and parade para- 
noid teen Swede climate activists before 
the world as they promise a greentopia 
— can be seductive. But history’s verdict 
is crystal clear: There is no precedent of a 
top-down, controlling government deliv- 
ering anything, on balance, but environ- 
mental degradation. 

In fact, following today’s greentopians’ 
prescriptions would yield utter disaster, 
asserted ecologist and former Greenpeace 
Canada figure Dr. Patrick Moore in a Feb- 
ruary interview with THE NEW AMERICAN. 
Addressing socialist Representative Al- 
exandria Ocasio-Cortez’ (D-N.Y.) Green 
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New Deal, he warned that if instituted 
globally, the scheme could “result in the 
death of nearly all humans on Earth.” But 
before meeting their miserable end, he 
added, they’d cut down every tree for fuel 
and kill every animal for food. 

Moore’s point is that providing water, 
food, heat, and other essentials for billions 
of people sustainably — which the West 
currently does — requires the massive 
amounts of energy we derive from the fos- 
sil fuels the greentopians aim to eliminate 
in 12 years. And what the Earth can’t sus- 
tain is 7.3 billion people living as subsis- 
tence farmers and hunters. Thus would the 
greentopians make Joseph Stalin look like a 
piker: He starved only five million to death. 

Of course, none of this means the 
West can’t and shouldn’t do even better 
environmentally. (Start with getting the 
human feces, hypodermic needles, and 
garbage off Los Angeles streets. Then 
secure the border, as illegal aliens dump 
trash in the Arizona desert.) Remediating 
problems such as that of ocean-polluting 
plastic would also be good. Yet just as 
the starvation predictions of 18th-centu- 
ry British scholar Thomas Malthus and 
later doomsayers fell flat because they 
couldn’t anticipate technological innova- 
tion, this is our only worldly hope today. 
This means, however, avoiding what 
could halt such advancement: command- 
and-control government that stifles pri- 
vate-sector creativity. 

Speaking of creativity, it’s only fitting to 
leave you with some age-old, Earth-centric 
wisdom. “All things are connected like the 
blood which unites one family,” famed Indi- 
an Chief Seattle is widely quoted as having 
said, in books and by politicians. “Whatever 
befalls the earth, befalls the sons of earth.” 
If you take those words to heart, well, you’ ll 
be as deceived as a Swedish teen climate ac- 
tivist. Those lines were actually written for a 
movie by a scriptwriter named Ted Perry, a 
Westerner, as a paraphrase of a speech by a 
professor of classics named William Arrow- 
smith, also a Westerner. It’s a reminder that 
not only did the West originate most every- 
thing that’s preserving the environment, but 
also most everything preserving the myth 
that the opposite is true. 

It also should remind us that if we want 
to do right by God’s creation, we should 
first clean up the greentopian lies polluting 
public discourse. Hi 
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RESISTING THE PUSH 
FOR GLOBAL TECHNOCRACY 


For decades, the goal of globalists has been 
“technocracy” — rule via scientific dictatorship. 


TECHNOCRACY 


The Hard Road 
To = 


WORLD ORDER - 


rs 
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by Alex Newman 


Technocracy: The Hard Road to World 
Order, by Patrick M. Wood, Mesa, Arizo- 
na: Coherent Publishing, 2018, 210 pages, 
paperback. 


he planetary “New World Order” 

j regime that so many globalist 
schemers have heralded will not be 

a republic, a monarchy, or a democracy. 
It will not be communist or capitalist. 
Instead, according to Patrick M. Wood’s 
phenomenal book on the subject, it will 
be a “technocracy” — a system that elimi- 
nates individual liberty under the pretext 
of environmentalism and economic ef- 
ficiency, dominated and ruled by elitist 
technocrats. In short, a “scientific dictator- 


Alex Newman is a foreign correspondent for THE 
NEW AMERICAN. 
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ship.” The machinery for this monstrosity 
is being put in place even now. Even in 
America, the technocratic grip is getting 
stronger. But the fight is not over, and re- 
sistance is not futile, Wood says. 

One quote, used more than once through- 
out the book, offers a revealing picture of 
what is happening and what is coming in 
the building of this technocratic “world 
order’ by the elite. “It will look like a great 
‘booming, buzzing confusion,’ but an end- 
run around national sovereignty, eroding it 
piece by piece, will accomplish much more 
than the old-fashioned frontal assault,” 
explained former U.S. State Department 
bigwig Richard Gardner in a 1974 issue of 
Foreign Affairs, the flagship mouthpiece of 
the globalist Council on Foreign Relations. 
The article was headlined “The Hard Road 
to World Order.” 

Throughout the book, Wood methodi- 
cally sorts through the appearance of 
“booming, buzzing confusion” created by 
Gardner and his globalist comrades in their 
bid to subvert freedom and the nation-state. 
And while the topic itself is confusing — 
no doubt a deliberate scheme by the “world 
order” mongers to conceal their agenda from 
everyday people — Wood cuts through the 
confusion to reveal a detailed and dangerous 
plan to enslave humanity that has been in 
motion for generations at least. 

Regular readers of THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN will be familiar with some of the in- 
formation in the book, including many of 
the incriminating quotes by globalists and 
technocrats themselves. However, TJech- 
nocracy clarifies much about the nature of 
what is looming. Indeed, Wood, perhaps 
alone among leaders in the liberty move- 
ment, has identified a crucial component of 
the globalist agenda that is almost univer- 
sally overlooked — the precise nature of 
the emerging global economic and political 
system known as “Technocracy.” 

Wood happens to be uniquely qualified 


to write the book, too. He is among the 
world’s leading experts on the Trilateral 
Commission, having written the explosive 
book Trilaterals Over Washington with 
the late scholar Antony Sutton, without 
question one of America’s finest and most 
important historians. And Wood’s back- 
ground knowledge in these areas contrib- 
utes tremendously to his understanding of 
the global elite and its agenda. Gardner, the 
advocate of an “end-run” around self-gov- 
ernment, was one of the original Trilaterals. 

Early on, Wood relies on his extensive 
knowledge about the Trilateral Commis- 
sion to set the stage. Founded by David 
Rockefeller and Zbigniew Brzezinski in 
1973, the Deep State cabal was totally 
dedicated to creating what it described as 
a “New International Economic Order.” 
To understand what that order would look 
like, Wood relies on admissions by the men 
themselves. Indeed, Brzezinski himself laid 
out much of the vision in his 1970 book, 
Between Two Ages: America’s Role in the 
Technetronic Era. 

The establishment lackeys working to 
usher in this new system of governance 
barely bother to conceal their agenda any 
longer. Council on Foreign Relations mem- 
ber Dr. Parag Khanna actually wrote a book 
in 2015 outlining the plan to make it a re- 
ality. Entitled Zechnocracy in America, the 
radical plan calls for abolishing the U.S. 
Senate, replacing the presidency with an 
executive committee, and allowing the U.S. 
Supreme Court to “modernize” the U.S. 
Constitution to make possible technocratic 
tule by totalitarian “experts.” 

Of course, the idea is not new. As Wood 
discovered long before writing his most re- 
cent book, the term technocracy first came 
to prominence in the early 1930s. In 1932, 
Nicholas Murray Butler, the president of 
Columbia University — already a bastion 
of communists, collectivists, totalitarians, 
and kooks of all varieties — announced 
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that the institution was supporting a 
new form of economic organization. 
With the public already losing confi- 
dence in economists and politicians, 
the new system would be guided and 
controlled by scientists and engineers. 
The name for this proposed system 
was “‘technocracy.” 

After a giant scandal, recounted 
in the book, the effort failed. But the 
technocrats did not give up. In fact, 
they created a magazine called The 
Technocrat. And in 1938, this pub- 
lication defined the system like this: 
“Technocracy is the science of social 
engineering, the scientific operation 
of the entire social mechanism to 
produce and distribute goods and ser- 
vices to the entire population.” Under 
the plan, private property, money, 
and prices arrived at through market 
forces of supply and demand would 
give way to anew system in which en- 
ergy and resources would become the 
key accounting units throughout the 
economy. Individuals would become 
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by force even while doing things that 
consumers would never voluntarily 
fund, such as high-speed rail boon- 
doggles. 

Also critical in eroding self-gov- 
ernment has been the proliferation of 
“regional government” and “councils 
of governments.” In America, this 
trend can be observed all over the 
country, as various city and county 
governments transfer their powers 
and responsibilities to “regional” bod- 
ies over which voters have no control. 
Once the people are disenfranchised 
and accountability to voters is lost, it 
makes the introduction of these totali- 
tarian and technocratic schemes much 
easier to get away with. In the United 
States, the federal government has 
been unconstitutionally weaponizing 
taxpayer funds to encourage more 
and more of these unconstitutional 
arrangements that make a mockery 
of the constitutionally guaranteed re- 
publican form of government. Supra- 
national regional regimes such as the 


nothing but cogs in the machine. 

Obviously, such a system is com- 
pletely incompatible with individual lib- 
erty, Western Judeo-Christian civilization, 
or free agency. Yet, as Wood documents 
meticulously, it is the very system being ad- 
vanced by the United Nations, governments 
around the world, and their legions of use- 
ful (tax-funded) idiots. Under the guise of 
“sustainable development,” saving the en- 
vironment, and reducing inequality, count- 
less naive people have been suckered into 
the movement. Indeed, “sustainability,” the 
underlying pretext behind the international 
agreements known as UN Agenda 21 and 
UN Agenda 2030, is basically warmed- 
over technocracy, the book shows. 

In UN Agenda 2030, which was adopted 
by Obama and all other governments in 
2015, the UN pledges that it will protect the 
planet through “sustainable consumption 
and production” and by “sustainably man- 
aging its natural resources.” The document 
goes on to explain that this must include 
“sustainable” control of every single inch 
of the planet’s surface. Thus, as Wood puts 
it, the initial cost of this utopia promised by 
the UN is “nothing less than turning control 
over all natural resources to the UN.”” Wood 
then shows that Agenda 2030 traces right 
back to globalist John Podesta, a member 
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of the Trilateral Commission and a crucial 
operative with Obama and the Clintons. 

The increasingly discredited man-made 
global-warming hypothesis is serving as an 
important justification for the advancement 
of this ideology. And top UN leaders have 
been remarkably candid about it. Then- 
UN Framework Convention on Climate 
Change boss Christiana Figueres, for exam- 
ple, let the cat out of the bag in 2015. “This 
is probably the most difficult task we have 
ever given ourselves, which is to intention- 
ally transform the economic development 
model, for the first time in human history,” 
she declared, adding that the goal was to 
“change the economic model that has been 
reigning for at least 150 years.” 

Another important component of the 
march toward technocracy is the infamous 
“public-private partnership.” This fascis- 
tic melding of government and corporate 
power has become ubiquitous around the 
world in recent years. And it is no accident. 
For one, it helps remove control from the 
people, because the politicians and bureau- 
crats sign away their rights and responsi- 
bilities to major corporate interests. On 
the other hand, it allows corporate giants 
to extract large profits from the taxpayers 


European Union are crucial, too. 

One of the most interesting chap- 
ters in Technocracy deals with “Fintech,” 
or financial technology. As part of mak- 
ing humanity “sustainable,” more than a 
few prominent voices have explained that 
a new financial system will be required — 
a system in which private capital can be 
“redeployed” to finance the goals of the 
technocrats and their “world order.” Re- 
lying on large amounts of documentation 
and even public statements by advocates, 
Wood argues that some form of digital 
“cryptocurrency” would play a leading 
role in the technocratic world order. The 
central banks of the world, along with the 
Bank for International Settlements, are al- 
ready plotting away. A “cashless society” 
is a key part of the plan. 

As for what this coming technocratic 
dictatorship will look like, if the plotters 
are successful in imposing it on humanity, 
Wood makes a very compelling case that 
China is actually the leading contempo- 
rary model and example. Even now, Wood 
says, academics acknowledge that main- 
land China has transitioned from commu- 
nism and Marxism to technocracy, despite 
the remaining outward trappings. And as 
this magazine has also documented exten- 
sively, the Chinese “model” is being spread 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ JANUARY 20, 2020 


around the world, with key assistance from 
Western globalists, the UN, and other pow- 
erful forces. 

One of the crucial elements of technoc- 
racy that is right now being pioneered in 
China is the “social credit” system. As THE 
New AMERICAN reported years ago when 
it first became clear what was happening, 
the mass-murdering dictatorship is creating 
a system where every single Chinese per- 
son is ranked by government. The score is 
based on everything from creditworthiness 
and obedience to individual religious and 
political views and even associations with 
other people. Questioning government, or 
even knowing somebody who questions 
it, results in a reduced score. Meanwhile, 
a person’s score determines practically ev- 
erything: whether he or she may borrow 
money, fly on an airplane, get an education, 
leave the country, and much more. 

In short, the regime in Beijing is develop- 
ing perhaps the most Orwellian system of 
control ever devised by man. Once it is fully 
operational, it will allow the dictatorship to 
control its subjects without even having to 
resort to torture, terror, prisons, and execu- 
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tions very often. And perhaps even more 
terrifying is the fact that, as Wood shows in 
the book, similar schemes are already being 
designed and tried in America, involving 
government surveillance within “Smart 
Cities,” Big Data captured by Big Tech 
social-media companies, and much more. 
Eventually, the technocratic social-credit 
system is intended to be global in scope. 

There is also a spiritual component to all 
of this that cannot be overlooked. In a chap- 
ter headlined “Worshiping the Creation,” 
Wood does an excellent job of exposing 
the bigger picture. “In sum, Technocracy 
subsumes Scientism as a religion where 
technocrats represent the priesthood that 
worships the god of Science and Technol- 
ogy,” warns Wood, who also has extensive 
knowledge of the Bible and theology that is 
masterfully applied in this section of Tech- 
nocracy. He quotes Psalms 106:36 to make 
the point that serving idols will only end 
up being a snare to those involved in this 
dangerous idolatry. 

After explaining the problem, Wood’s 
book does a good job of giving people guid- 
ance on how to resist — and why it is so 


important. Calling resistance to evil and evil- 
doers a “moral imperative,” he urges read- 
ers to begin by getting involved at the local 
level. To start with, citing Sun Tzu’s Art of 
War, Wood calls on readers to make sure 
they know their enemy and themselves. And 
with his impressive understanding of tech- 
nology, he also offers a broad range of ideas 
on how to avoid surveillance by Big Tech 
and other instruments of technocracy while 
working to expose and oppose it. Part of that 
means “services” such as Facebook, Google, 
and Twitter should be avoided. Despite this 
author having a few trivial quibbles with the 
book, it connects a number of important dots 
and programs in an easy-to-read, enjoyable 
format. Overall, Zechnocracy is an incred- 
ibly valuable work shedding much-needed 
light on crucial topics that have been largely 
unaddressed by the broader liberty and truth 
movements. It should be considered essen- 
tial reading for all freedom fighters — es- 
pecially those who seek a more complete 
understanding of the totalitarian designs ad- 
vancing throughout the world at break-neck 
speed. Get a copy today, before the techno- 
crats make it impossible. 
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The Bonus of a Lifetime 


Areal estate company in Baltimore, Mary- 
land, gave its employees a Christmas they 
will never forget. 

At the December 7 employee Christ- 
mas party for St. John Properties, the 
company CEO announced that the 198 
employees would be receiving a total 
of $10 million in bonuses. According to 
Today.com, the amounts per employee 
varied depending on tenure, but on aver- 
age, the bonus per employee was approx- 
imately $50,000, with the highest bonus 
being $270,000. 

“T steer the boat but they’re the ones that 
run the boat, they’re the ones that make the 
boat go,” Edward St. John, the company’s 
founder and chairman, declared in a video 
that played after he made the announce- 
ment. “Without the team, we are nothing, 
we are absolutely nothing.” 

The employees were overwhelmed with 
joy when they received the news. “I was 
in shock. I’m still in shock,” said Stanley 
Ches, a maintenance technician for the 
company who started at the company in 
1981. “Everybody was shaking me down 
and giving me hugs.” 

Another employee said, “What hap- 
pened tonight was magical.” 

A spokesperson for the company ex- 
plained the bonuses were the result of the 
company reaching its goal of developing 
20 million square feet in eight states. “To 
celebrate the achievement of our goal, we 
wanted to reward our employees in a big 
way that would make a significant impact 
on their lives,” said St. John in a statement. 

The bonuses will be distributed in Janu- 
ary and will be paid in addition to the com- 
pany’s annual year-end bonus, CBS News 
reported. 

St. John will not soon forget the emo- 
tions his announcement elicited from his 
staff. “Grown men were crying,” St. John 
recalled to Today.com. “It was an unbe- 
lievable moment. There’s no question.” 


Tin Man 


Four-year-old Elliott Wyche of Arlington, 
Texas, may have been born with half a 
heart, but he has all the love of someone 
born with millions of them. 
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Today.com related that Wyche, nick- 
named “Tin Man,” was diagnosed with 
hypoplastic left heart syndrome, a congen- 
ital condition causing the left side of his 
heart to be underdeveloped. At the tender 
age of four, Wyche has already undergone 
three open-heart surgeries. 

Wyche’s parents have documented his 
journey on Facebook because his condi- 
tion is so severe that he was unable to have 
visitors for at least the first year of his life, 
and his parents wanted to give their family 
and friends a way to get to know their son. 
His parents explained on the page, “This 
page was created for friends and family, 
near and far, so that they may visit Tin 
Man here and get updates on his journey.” 

Understandably, Wyche’s condition has 
resulted in an enormous financial bur- 
den for his family, resulting from medi- 
cal bills and lost work hours, prompting 
kind-hearted individuals to reach out and 
offer to send him Christmas gifts, but 
Wyche had a better idea. He started a toy 
drive for the Santa Cop program run by 
the Arlington Police Department, and he 
accepted the generous offer of toys for his 
drive instead of for himself. 

Elliott created a wishlist of toys on 
Amazon, which was then posted and 
shared by the police department on their 
Facebook page. “If you would like to 
do something special for Tin Man this 
holiday season, please consider purchas- 
ing an item from the wishlist below — 
giving him the wonderful experience of 
working with the Arlington Police De- 
partment and giving to children in need,” 
the post read. “Each of the toys on the 
list is a gift that Elliott would be happy 
to give to another deserving child — all 
with the common theme of heroes or ad- 
venture of course.” 

The police department was in awe of 
Wyche’s good heart. “He’s going through 
so much, but he’s giving back to show that 
not only are we heroes for some kids, but 
he’s my hero!” Arlington officer Carla 
Strauser told NBCDFW. 

Thanks to Elliott’s incredible generos- 
ity, dozens of gifts were donated to the 
police department for Christmas. 

The department wanted to repay El- 
liott’s kindness, so they surprised him 


with a visit from the officers and a SWAT 
team, presented him with a police vest, 
and played with a remote-controlled robot 
used by the SWAT team. 

Despite Elliott’s condition, he is a happy 
child full of smiles. “My dad is the best, 
my mom is the best, and everyone that I 
know is the best,” he declared. 


Brother, Can We 


Lend a Hand? 


When a Waffle House employee was the 
only employee in the entire restaurant 
on November 3, customers jumped in to 
offer their assistance in this story out of 
Birmingham, Alabama. 

In a statement provided to Today.com, 
Waffle House director of PR and external 
affairs Pat Warner explained Ben was left 
alone because of a scheduling conflict. 
“We had two associates scheduled to leave, 
however due to a communication mix-up, 
their relief did not show up promptly,” the 
statement explained. “That left Ben, our 
cook, alone in the restaurant with hungry 
customers. He worked the grill and got the 
orders out.” 

It was clear to the customers in the res- 
taurant that the lone employee, who was 
trying to serve nearly 30 people by himself 
after midnight, was overwhelmed. 

Slowly, customers began jumping be- 
hind the counter to help him. One male 
grabbed an apron and began washing 
dishes. Customer Alison Stanley went 
and brewed coffee, despite wearing stiletto 
heels and a sequined dress. “I don’t think 
it’s anything special,” Stanley said. “He 
needed help, so I got up and helped out.” 

Others bussed tables and began wash- 
ing dishes. 

Because of the kindness of the custom- 
ers, Ben was able to focus on waiting ta- 
bles and food preparation. 

One witness, Ethan Crispo, was origi- 
nally frustrated by the poor service until he 
realized Ben was the only employee in the 
restaurant, the Washington Post reported. 
He was so moved by the scene that was 
unfolding before him he decided to snap 
photos and post them on Facebook. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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REAKING THE LEAGUE 


One hundred years ago, the U.S. Senate, fighting for sovereignty, 
saved America from joining the League of Nations. 


False hope, false peace: Dignitaries gathered in the Hall of Mirrors at the Palace of Versailles, France, on June 28, 1919, to sign the Treaty of 
Versailles. The League was officially launched on January 10, 1920 with 42 founding countries — but without the United States. 


by William F. Jasper 


n December 3, 1918, the S.S. 
() George Washington set sail on 
a historic and uniquely ironic 
voyage, one that would cap a history of 
ironies for the ship that had briefly served 


William F: Jasper is senior editor of THE NEW 
AMERICAN. 
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as a German luxury liner. Noted for fer- 
rying the rich and the famous across the 
Atlantic, this steamer was the third-largest 
ship in the world when it was launched 10 
years earlier, in 1908. It was built in Ger- 
many by the German shipping line Nord- 
deutscher Lloyd, but, with the outbreak of 
World War I, the S.S. George Washing- 
ton was seized by the United States, and 
for the duration of the war was used as a 


troop ship to carry U.S. soldiers to Europe 
to fight Germany and the Central Powers. 

The famed passenger on this particu- 
lar voyage was not a titan of industry, a 
crowned head of Europe, or an opera star, 
but the president of the United States. 
President Woodrow Wilson was leading 
an American delegation to the Paris Peace 
Conference at the Palace of Versailles. 
What was supremely ironic about this 
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venture was that President Wilson was 
sailing on a ship named in honor of our 
nation’s first president, George Washing- 
ton, who, in his Farewell Address, had fa- 
mously counseled his countrymen, “It is 
our true policy to steer clear of permanent 
alliance with any portion of the foreign 
world.” Thomas Jefferson, in his Inaugu- 
ral Address, paid homage to Washington’s 
political wisdom, pledging: “Peace, com- 
merce, and honest friendship with all na- 
tions — entangling alliances with none.” 
Yet, President Wilson, who sprinkled his 
speeches with reverential references to 
Washington, Jefferson, and other Ameri- 
can Founding Fathers, was headed to Eu- 
rope on a gambit to establish the most far- 
reaching entangling alliance the world had 
ever seen: the League of Nations. 

Indeed, the proposed League, which 
was a major feature of the Treaty of Ver- 
sailles, was far more than a mere “alli- 
ance.” As envisioned by its authors, the 
League of Nations was to be the seed of 
a nascent world government that would 
eventually wield global judicial, legisla- 
tive, and executive powers. A most im- 
mediate concern of the designers was to 
invest the League with military power by 


potentially obligating all members of the 
League to go to war not only whenever 
any member suffered military aggression 
by another member, but also “in case of 
any threat or danger of such aggression.” 
(Emphasis added.) As we will see, it was 
this first modern stab at “collective secu- 
rity,” as embodied in Articles 10 and 11 
of the Covenant of the League of Nations, 
that doomed both the League and the Ver- 
sailles Treaty to defeat in the U.S. Senate. 

Following a nine-day trans-Atlantic 
crossing, President Wilson disembarked 
from the S.S. George Washington in 
France on December 13 to a rapturous he- 
ro’s welcome. “Wilson’s reception in Paris 
was tumultuous,” write historians Norman 
A. Graebner and Edward M. Bennett in 
The Versailles Treaty and Its Legacy. “The 
throngs that lined the streets cheered and 
wept, hailing him as the savior of France. 
His reception in London was scarcely less 
rapturous. The King lauded the American 
contribution to victory.” This popular ac- 
claim clashed sharply with Wilson’s status 
in America, where he faced not only rising 
Republican opposition, but declining sup- 
port among alienated Democrats within 
his own party as well. 


.) 
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The big four: The “Council of Four” at the WWI Paris Peace Conference are shown here on May 


a* 


27, 1919: (left to right) British Prime Minister David Lloyd George, Italian Prime Minister Vittorio 
Orlando, French Premier Georges Clemenceau, and U.S. President Woodrow Wilson. 
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Only weeks before his departure for 
Europe, the president’s Democratic Party 
suffered serious losses in the November 
1918 midterm congressional elections. 
The Republicans picked up 25 seats to 
take control of the House, and in the Sen- 
ate gained six seats, giving them a narrow 
49 to 47 majority in the upper chamber. 
This change in the legislative balance of 
power would make it next to impossible 
for the president to obtain the two-thirds 
vote in the Senate needed to ratify the Ver- 
sailles Treaty and secure U.S. membership 
in the League of Nations. 


Inquiring Minds or Conspiring Minds? 
Long before President Wilson departed 
these shores on his historic journey, a 
small, secretive group of well-connected 
academics, financiers, and lawyers had 
been working on the two internationalist 
projects — the League and the Versailles 
Treaty — that would come to be signature 
failures associated with his presidency. 
Referring to themselves as “The Inquiry,” 
the group was comprised of some 150 in- 
dividuals who would later form the “rul- 
ing establishment” of the United States. 
Assembled in September of 1917, The 
Inquiry was the genesis of the globalist 
brain trust now known as the Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR). 

The person responsible for organiz- 
ing The Inquiry was Wilson’s mysteri- 
ous advisor “Colonel” Edward Mandell 
House. The military title was an honorific 
bestowed on House by Texas Governor 
James Hogg, as patronage for House’s aid 
in his gubernatorial campaign; House had 
never served in the military. One of the 
most intriguing characters in American 
history, he exercised a Svengalian control 
over Wilson, who referred to House as 
“my second personality,” “my indepen- 
dent self,” and “my alter ego.” Wilson 
went so far as to assert: “His thoughts 
and mine are one.” This “alter ego” of the 
president wielded incredible power on the 
world stage, as was to become very clear 
from his authoritative interactions with 
world leaders at the Paris conference — 
and beyond. 

In 1996, the Council published a book 
entitled Continuing The Inquiry: The 
Council on Foreign Relations from 1921 
to 1996. Written by Peter Grose, a long- 
time CFR member and former managing 
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editor and executive editor 
of the organization’s journal, 
Foreign Affairs, it says of The 
Inquiry: “Through the winter 
of 1917-18, this academic 
band gathered discreetly in a 
hideaway at 155th Street and 
Broadway in New York City, 
to assemble the data they 
thought necessary to make the 
world safe for democracy.” 
According to Grose, only a 
“select few” knew about this 
“working fellowship.” Indeed, 
for 75 years, until the publica- 
tion of the Grose book, the 
Council and its very influen- 
tial members had taken great 
pains to hide the existence of 
The Inquiry and the network 
of power that grew out of the 
group’s efforts to form a new 
“world order” with the League 
of Nations. Although the Wall 
Street financial elites who 
backed Wilson and his inter- 
nationalist projects had been 
operating as powers behind 
the throne prior to formation 
of The Inquiry, it is not an ex- 
aggeration to say this “study 


Hidden architects: Colonel 
Edward M. House, seen here with 
President Wilson, led a secret 
group called The Inquiry to the 
Versailles Peace Conference. In 
1996, the Council on Foreign 
Relations published Continuing 
The Inquiry, boasting of the role 
of its members at the conference 
— and beyond. 


facile explanations attributing 
this dominance to either meri- 
tocracy or sheer chance. (See 
the sidebar.) 

It was Wilson’s brain trust, 
The Inquiry, that pro- 
duced much of the inter- 
nationalist agenda attrib- 

uted to Wilson, including 
the texts for the Versailles 
Treaty, the Covenant of 
the League of Nations, and 

Wilson’s famous Fourteen 

Points speech to Congress 

on January 8, 1918 outlin- 

ing the diplomatic aims of 
his peace plan. Credit for 
the actual authorship of these 
documents goes to Inquiry 
members Edward House, 
John Foster Dulles, Walter 


group” was the spawn that 
would grow into what is now 
referred to as the Deep State. 
This is the “permanent government” that 
has — through both Democratic and Re- 
publican administrations — operated to 
build ever bigger and bigger government 
at home, while simultaneously diminish- 
ing our national sovereignty and subject- 
ing us to ever-growing international con- 
trols. This unelected and unaccountable 
Deep State network currently is doing 
everything within its vast powers to undo 
the 2016 elections and overthrow the first 
U.S. president who genuinely seems de- 
termined to undermine and reverse their 
subversive, globalist agenda. 

The real story of the League of Nations, 
then, is the story of The Inquiry, the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations, and the Deep 
State cabal that has seized control not only 
of our government, but of our educational, 
financial, philanthropic, and media institu- 
tions as well. You will not read about any 
of this, of course, in standard textbooks 
and media accounts about the League. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Over the past century, the censors and 
“court historians” of the Deep State have 
operated like the Orwellian Ministry of 
Truth to rewrite history and send inconve- 
nient facts down the memory hole. How- 
ever, as the United Nations and globalists 
the world over use the 2020 centenary of 
the League of Nations as an opportunity 
to promote their latest multilateralist proj- 
ects, it is more important than ever for 
freedom-minded peoples the world over 
to understand, expose, and oppose this 
globalist agenda. 

When President Wilson sailed for Ver- 
sailles, some two dozen members of The 
Inquiry sailed with him and his entourage. 
Edward House and other members of The 
Inquiry were already in Paris ahead of him. 
In the years and decades that followed, as 
any listing of The Inquiry members will 
show, these individuals were raised to top 
positions in our government and other cru- 
cial institutions in a proportion that defies 


Lippmann, Sidney Mezes, 
Christian Herter, and Isaiah 
Bowman. 


Rhodes’ Anglo-American Network 
A glaring omission in the CFR’s sanitized 
“history” of The Inquiry by Grose is the 
essential role of the group’s British coun- 
terparts in World War I, the Paris Peace 
Conference, and after. Chief among these 
central players were Alfred (Lord) Bal- 
four, Reginald Baliol Brett (Lord Esher), 
Alfred (Lord) Milner, Philip Henry Kerr 
(Lord Lothian), Robert Cecil (Lord Salis- 
bury), Maurice (Lord) Hankey, and Eric 
(Lord) Drummond. What distinguished 
these individuals from other high-born 
peers of the realm was their commitment 
to internationalism and their member- 
ships in both the secret and semi-secret 
societies founded by Cecil Rhodes, the 
late 19th-century titan who had amassed 
fabled wealth from his gold and diamond 
mines in Africa. 

According to Rhodes biographer Sarah 
Millin, “The government of the world 


33 


was Rhodes’ simple desire.” To accom- 
plish this “simple desire,” Rhodes estab- 
lished, in 1891, a “secret society” (his 
words) that he called the “Society of the 
Elect.” In his first will, written in 1877, 
he explained that his plan for world do- 
minion envisioned “the foundation of so 
great a power as to hereafter render wars 
impossible.” In establishing this “power,” 
Rhodes wrote to his associate William 
Stead, “The only feasible [way] to carry 
this idea out is a secret [society] gradu- 
ally absorbing the wealth of the world to 
be devoted to such an object.” 

Rhodes frankly described his plan 
as “a scheme to take the government of 
the whole world.” To help advance this 
scheme, he also established an outer circle 
of exclusive, semi-secret sister organiza- 
tions in Britain and the British Common- 
wealth known as the Round Table groups. 
And following World War I, we will see, 
this system of sister organizations was ex- 
panded with a further outer concentric cir- 
cle composed principally of the 


network of collaborators had the political 
connections, social prestige, and family 
fortunes that could facilitate putting the 
Ruskin-Rhodes schemes into effect. 

For much of the 20th century, the ex- 
istence of the Rhodes network — other 
than the eponymous scholarship program 
— and its enormous role in global political 
and economic events remained virtually 
unknown. However, in 1966, the publica- 
tion of Tragedy & Hope: A History of the 
World in Our Time, a massive tome by re- 
nowned Georgetown University professor 
Carroll Quigley, changed all of that. His 
book The Anglo-American Establishment: 
From Rhodes to Cliveden (published post- 
humously in 1981) further exposed the 
globalist schemers. Dr. Quigley, who was 
an internationalist himself and had been 
allowed access to the secret records of the 
Rhodes network, professed to be sympa- 
thetic to their aims; he simply thought that 
it was time for them to come into the open 
and for their story to be told. As he put it, 


“In general my chief difference of opinion 
is that it wishes to remain unknown, and 
I believe its role in history is significant 
enough to be known.” 

Quigley’s books provided the first in- 
side glimpse of this secret society and 
its inner workings. The professor’s rev- 
elations provided a much-needed win- 
dow into operations of the network and 
stimulated the growth of an entire cottage 
industry of researchers that began putting 
together the pieces of the globalist puzzle 
that had mystified onlookers for much of 
the past century. 


Deception: Lie and Deny 
Quigley, for instance, traced the devel- 
opment of the various branches of the 
Rhodes network and its takeover of the 
British political parties and the major Brit- 
ish newspapers in the late 19th century and 
early 20th century. He revealed the politi- 
cal theater employed by leaders of the “op- 
posing” parties to maintain the fiction that 
voters had a choice in British 


Royal Institute of International 
Affairs (RHA) in England and 
the CFR in the United States — 
with 29 corresponding organiza- 
tions that are now functioning in 
25 countries. 

Where did Cecil Rhodes get 
his inspiration for his megalo- 
maniacal plan? As with so many 
other utopians afflicted with 
a god complex and a desire to 
remake the world according to 
their own desires, he appears to 
have picked up this disorder dur- 
ing his college days and never 
shook it. Rhodes professed to 
have been smitten by the ideals 
of John Ruskin, a radical social 
critic and professor of fine art 
at Oxford University. Ruskin 
wrote that “indeed, I am myself 
a communist of the old school 
— reddest also of the red.” 
Plenty of students of Rhodes’ 
generation were likewise bitten 
with the same bug and became 
lifelong Ruskinites, or socialists 
of one stripe or another. What 
made them different from many 
of the other British college kids 
who had imbibed from the same 
utopian well is that the Rhodes 
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Global goal: “Simple desire” — rule the world: Cecil Rhodes used 
his fabulous wealth from Africa’s gold and diamond mines to launch 
a secret society and a network of semi-secret societies to promote 
world government. 


elections. A good example is the 

relationship between Conserva- 
tive Party Prime Minister Al- 
fred Balfour and Liberal Party 
Prime Minister H.H. Asquith, 
both leaders in the Rhodes net- 
work. Quigley notes that “Bal- 
four was the closest friend of the 
Asquiths even when they were 
leaders of two opposing parties. 
Balfour frequently joked of the 
fact that he had dinner, with 
champagne, at Asquith’s house 
before going to the House of 
Commons to attack his host’s 
policies. On Thursday evenings 
when Asquith dined at his club, 
Balfour had dinner with Mrs. 
Asquith, and the prime minister 
would stop by to pick her up on 
his way home.” 

It was (and is) much the same 
in the United States, where the 
“Eastern Establishment,” Quig- 
ley’s term for the Deep State 
elites, rotated compliant Dem- 
ocratic and Republican can- 
didates in and out of the Oval 
Office. “The argument that the 
two parties should represent op- 
posed ideals and policies, one, 
perhaps, of the Right and the 
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other of the Left, is [to the Eastern Estab- 
lishment] a foolish idea acceptable only 
to doctrinaire and academic thinkers,” he 
wrote. “Instead, the two parties should be 
almost identical,” so that elections can 
take place “without leading to any pro- 
found or extensive shifts in policy.” Then 
it should be possible to replace the party in 
power, “every four years if necessary, by 
the other party, which ... will still pursue, 
with new vigor, approximately the same 
basic policies.” 

So that, as the saying goes, the more 
things change the more they stay the same. 
Naturally, in order to pull off this decep- 
tion over and over again, the politicians 
and their media shills must be accom- 
plished liars, capable of straight-facedly 


telling the public one thing while doing E 
exactly the opposite. It does appear that 8 
we have (and have had for some time) no 5 
shortage of political and media operatives : = 
with that capability. Far too many of them Secrets revealed: Famed professor and historian Carroll Quigley was given access to the secret 


are exceptionally endowed with those 
characteristics that Cecil Rhodes said he 
was looking for in his internationalist 


records of the Rhodes network. He agreed with their aims, but revealed more than they intended 
in his monumental work Tragedy & Hope: A History of the World in Our Time. 


THE INQUIRY: PRECURSOR OF THE CFR 


Relations, so we have parenthetically notated those CFR 
members of The Inquiry from the CFR’s founding genera- 
tion (1921-1922), as well as some of their more notable ties to the 
Council. The Inquiry’s roster of “distinguished” members included: 


T he Inquiry was the seedbed for the Council on Foreign 


* Colonel Edward Mandell House (CFR 1921, special advisor to 
President Wilson, director of The Inquiry); 

¢ Sidney Mezes (CFR 1922, philosopher, professor, former presi- 
dent of City College of New York, director of The Inquiry); 

¢ Elihu Root (CFR 1921, honorary CFR president, former secre- 
tary of state, author of lead article for the first issue of the CFR 
journal Foreign Affairs); 

¢ John Foster Dulles (CFR 1921, Wall Street lawyer, future chair- 
man of the Rockefeller Foundation and Carnegie Endowment, 
future secretary of state); 

¢ Allen Dulles (CFR 1926, CFR director, vice president, and presi- 
dent; future director of the CIA); 

¢ Walter Lippmann (CFR 1922, CFR director, CFR author, cited as 
“the most influential journalist of the 20th century”); 

¢ Whitney H. Shepardson (CFR 1921, CFR director and treasurer, 
aide to Colonel Edward M. House); 
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* Charles Seymour (CFR 1922, historian, future president of Yale 
University); 

¢ Ray Stannard Baker (CFR 1922, journalist, biographer); 

* Isaiah Bowman (CFR 1921, CFR director and vice president, 
geographer, future president of Johns Hopkins University); 

* Christian A. Herter (CFR 1926, future governor of Massachu- 
setts, future U.S. secretary of state); 

¢ Archibald Cary Coolidge (CFR 1921, CFR director, Harvard pro- 
fessor and librarian, first editor of Foreign Affairs); 

* George Wickersham (CFR 1921, CFR president, former U.S. 
attorney general); 

¢ James T. Shotwell (CFR 1923, Columbia University professor, 
future president of the Carnegie Endowment — following Soviet 
spy Alger Hiss in that post); 

* General Tasker H. Bliss (CFR 1922, U.S. Army chief of staff, 
co-signatory of the Treaty of Versailles for the United States); 

¢ Abbott Lawrence Lowell (CFR 1924, president of Harvard Univer- 
sity, executive committee member of the League to Enforce Peace); 

¢ Norman H. Davis (CFR 1921, future CFR president, Wilson’s 
assistant secretary of the treasury); 

¢ Thomas W. Lamont (CFR 1922, J.P. Morgan & Co. partner). 

— WILLIAM F, JASPER 
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The internationalists succeeded — halfway. They got their 
League of Nations, though it was fatally neutered by the 
fact that they failed to beguile the American public into 
supporting U.S. membership in the new organization. 


Eric Lord 
Drummond 


Jean 
Monnet 


League of darkness: Eric Lord Drummond, a member of the Rhodes network, was named 
first secretary-general of the League of Nations, while the post of deputy secretary-general 
went to French globalist schemer Jean Monnet, who later became known as the “Father of 


the European Union.” 


scholar candidates: “smugness, brutality, 
unctuous rectitude, and tact.” 

The Versailles “peace” conference was 
packed cheek to jowl with smug, brutal in- 
ternationalists who excelled in the fine art 
of lying, while exuding unctuous rectitude 
and tact. One such was the famed British 
author and historian Arnold J. Toynbee, 
who would later become director of stud- 
ies at the Royal Institute of International 
Affairs (RITA). (Also known as Chatham 
House, the British RITA, together with the 
American CFR, would become the most 
important visible cog in the Rhodes net- 
work of semi-secret societies that were 
advancing the aims of his main secret so- 
ciety.) Years later (1931), in a speech to the 
Conference of Institutions for the Scientific 
Study of International Affairs in Copenha- 
gen, Toynbee admitted — nay, boasted — 
“T will merely repeat that we are at present 
working, discreetly but with all our might, 
to wrest this mysterious political force 
called sovereignty out of the clutches of the 
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local national states of our world. And all 
the time we are denying with our lips what 
we are doing with our hands.” 


“Peace” and Power 

The organized internationalists at Ver- 
sailles were indeed working with all their 
might “to wrest this mysterious political 
force called sovereignty out of the clutch- 
es of the local national states” — and to 
deposit this force in a global instrument 
that they intended to control: the pro- 
posed League of Nations. To accomplish 
this they talked a great deal about peace, 
brotherhood, and averting future wars. 
They knew that people the world over, 
but especially in Europe and the United 
States, were sick of war, and millions of 
Europeans were living with the very real 
physical and psychological devastation 
of the “Great War.” According to various 
studies, there were somewhere between 
30 million and 40 million casualties from 
the war, with 8.5 million military deaths, 


8 to 13 million civilian deaths, as well as 
more than 20 million combatants and non- 
combatant wounded. 

The internationalists succeeded — half- 
way. They got their League of Nations, 
though it was fatally neutered by the fact 
that they failed to beguile the American 
public into supporting U.S. membership 
in the new organization. When the League 
set up shop at its new headquarters at the 
Palais Wilson (named for President Wil- 
son) in Geneva, Switzerland, in 1920, it 
was not obvious to most observers that the 
Rhodes network had achieved a strategic 
coup. But that is precisely what it was. 
The first secretary-general of the League 
was Eric Lord Drummond, 7th Earl of 
Perth, an initiate in the Rhodes secret so- 
ciety. Drummond had been groomed as 
private secretary to Lords Grey, Asquith, 
and Balfour, and at the Peace Conference 
assisted Lords Cecil and Balfour, Colonel 
House, and John Foster Dulles in draft- 
ing the Covenant of the League. He was 
selected for the secretary-general post by 
Lord Cecil and Edward M. House, accord- 
ing to A History of the League of Nations, 
published in 1952 by Oxford University 
Press under the auspices of the Royal In- 
stitute of International Affairs. Drummond 
would hold that post for 13 years (1919- 
1933), where, among his other duties, he 
selected like-minded internationalists to 
staff the League’s burgeoning Secretariat. 

Assisting Drummond in this effort 
was Frenchman Jean Monnet, who had 
been appointed deputy secretary-general 
of the League on the recommendation of 
Lord Balfour and France’s Prime Minis- 
ter Georges Clemenceau. Like Colonel 
House, Monnet was a mysterious grey 
eminence who flitted about the world 
with seemingly magical entre to royalty, 
prime ministers, presidents, and the titans 
of industry and finance. He is best known 
as “the father of the Common Market” 
and the “father of the European Union,” 
for his key role in the “European Proj- 
ect” that has destroyed the sovereignty 
of the EU member nations. Every step of 
the way Monnet and his fellow globalists 
followed the path advised by Toynbee of 
denying with their lips what they were 
doing with their hands. 

Among the other notables aiding Drum- 
mond was his personal assistant, Francis 
Paul Walters, who would go on to become 
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under secretary-general, then deputy sec- 
retary-general of the League, as well as 
to write the above-cited A History of the 
League of Nations for the Royal Institute 
of International Affairs. 

An additional note on Drummond: 
Following his secretary-general stint, he 
went on to become British ambassador to 
Rome, and later, chief advisor in the Min- 
istry of Information (the propaganda bu- 
reau for British intelligence), then deputy 
leader of the Liberal Party in the House of 
Lords. His admiration for Mussolini paral- 
lels that of many of his fellow British and 
American globalists. According to Italian 
Foreign Minister Galeazzo Ciano, Am- 
bassador Drummond had developed into 
a “sincere convert” who “understood and 
even loved Fascism.” 

Frenchman Joseph Avenol, Drum- 
mond’s successor as secretary-general, 
went even further, praising Hitler and 
Mussolini and throwing in his lot with 
them. As late as 1940, Avenol declared, “It 
is the end of the world of the 19th century. 
We are at the beginning of a great revolu- 
tion.” He went on to proclaim that “except 


for the Germans and Italians who have a 
program, a doctrine, and a method, no one 
seems to have one.... They contain things 
which one can no longer reject.” 


Another Try at World Order 

President Wilson’s reception on his return to 
America was decidedly less rapturous than 
those he had received in Europe. Americans 
were in no mood for further entanglements 
in the affairs of Europe, let alone the entire 
world. In the face of an intense campaign 
by President Wilson and the media/aca- 
demia choir, the U.S. Senate twice voted to 
reject the Versailles treaty (along with the 
Covenant of the League of Nations). 

The internationalists have branded 
this defeat as a tragic loss for idealism 
and peace, and a triumph for backward 
American “isolationism.” However, 
American opposition to the League, led 
in the Senate by “Irreconcilables” such as 
William Borah of Idaho, Hiram Johnson 
of California, and Robert La Follette of 
Wisconsin, was not “isolationist” in the 
pejorative sense indicated by their at- 
tackers. Most Americans supported trade, 
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commerce, cooperation, and friendship 
with the peoples of other nations, but 
had a healthy distrust of government- 
to-government entanglements. There 
were many things in the treaty and the 
League Covenant that alarmed the Ir- 
reconcilables, but the most hated feature 
was Article 10 of the Covenant that could 
commit the United States to war at the 
League’s beck and call. 

The failure to secure approval for the 
League from the United States, then the 
most powerful country in the world, 
doomed the League to irrelevance. Unde- 
terred, members of The Inquiry and their 
internationalist backers launched a long- 
term effort to reshape the American mind, 
to rid it of the “isolationist” obsession with 
independence and national sovereignty. The 
central piece of this project was the building 
of the Council on Foreign Relations into a 
dominant force, penetrating and influencing 
(if not outright controlling) all of America’s 
major institutional centers of power so that 
their next try at “world order’ — establish- 
ing the United Nations, with the United 
States as a member — would not fail. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Image Matters 


While many of us are passionate about our 
God-given rights, there are times where 
actions can be taken too far and become 
counterproductive. KFOR reported on No- 
vember 6 about one such incident in Okla- 
homa City, where a man decided to act as a 
self-appointed “Second Amendment Audi- 
tor.” KFOR reported that Timothy Harper 
began recording himself open carrying at 
different private businesses to capture how 
they reacted to him being armed. 

Harper also did this in public parks and 
claimed in the videos, which he publicly 
posted to his social media, that he was 
conducting “Second Amendment Audits.” 
In one particular incident, nervous citizens 
called police to Hafer Park, where Harper 
was conducting one of his so-called au- 
dits. Harper ended up interacting with the 
Edmond police officers who were called 
to the area, and the entire incident was 
recorded. Body cam footage from one of 
the officers show the police asking Harper, 
“Are you video recording this to see what 
type of rise you get out of people when 
they call?” 

Harper replies, “Yes this is an audit.... 
We are going to see if you guys respect the 
Second Amendment and how you respond 
to someone carrying a pistol.” To Harper’s 
credit, the interaction with the police did 
not escalate, and there weren’t any arrests 
made, but he continued doing similar 
things, recently carrying a rifle into a res- 
taurant in Oklahoma City. That apparently 
was the last straw for fellow gun-rights 
proponents in the region: The Oklahoma 
Second Amendment Association (OK2A) 
publicly disavowed Harper’s behavior. 

“While we support a person’s right 
to keep and bear arms, we acknowledge 
the right may stop at the discretion of 
the private property business owner. Mr. 
Harper is NOT a member of OK2A and 
has never had any authority to use or rep- 
resent OK2A at any time. His actions to 
draw attention to himself while escalating 
tensions for profit of a social media plat- 
form is uncalled for, unwise, and does not 
hold to the values of the Board of Direc- 
tors of OK2A or the majority of Oklaho- 
mans. His claim to any such authority with 
OK2A is FALSE,” the organization wrote 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
o MM 


in a press release. OK2A also stated that 
they’ ve asked him to stop engaging in this 
behavior. “OK2A explained in its press re- 
lease that ... Mr. Harper’s continued antics 
and disregard for private property rights, 
as well as his needless escalation of con- 
cerns and tensions with citizens and law 
enforcement, continue to draw a negative 
response to the protection of our rights to 
keep and bear arms.” OK2A also banned 
Harper from joining the organization. 

While Harper may be a well-meaning 
supporter of the Second Amendment, his 
story is a reminder that we need to be 
careful about the image we present to the 
public. Our political enemies are desper- 
ate to paint us as dangerous and mentally 
unstable threats to public safety, and we 
shouldn’t do anything that appears to re- 
inforce those claims. 


Scam Artist 
Returns and Gets Shot 


WKWB reported out of western New 
York on November 6 about a home inva- 
sion in Genesee County that resulted in 
a shooting. Police say a masked gunman 
forced his way into an elderly couple’s 
house and demanded money at gunpoint. 
The 76-year-old husband heard knocking 
at the door and opened it, only to have a 
man wearing a ski mask shove his way 
into the house. 

The armed suspect ordered the elderly 
couple into the back of the first floor of the 
residence, and the homeowner complied, 
knowing that he stored a double-barrel 
shotgun back there. “I hurried up and went 
down, he didn’t follow me right away. I 
backed up against the wall, reached up 
and got the shotgun. I put it behind me. He 
couldn’t see it. He turned around, dropped 
his money and he reached down and I shot 
from the hip. He went down,” the home- 
owner later told WKBW. The elderly 
man’s wife immediately called 911 and 
police soon arrived. The injured suspect 
was airlifted to a nearby medical facility 
for treatment and was later identified as 
36-year-old Charles Cooper. 

In an interesting twist, it would later be- 
come known that Cooper, along with his 


brother, had done some paving work at the 
elderly couple’s house two years previ- 
ously and allegedly tried scamming them 
out of money. The Batavia Daily News 
reported on November 6 that the Cooper 
brothers allegedly had scammed numer- 
ous people out of money with a fraudu- 
lent paving business. When told that the 
suspect was the same man and shown his 
picture, the wife responded to the Bata- 
via Daily News, “Oh my goodness that is 
him.... He did work here two summers 
ago and never came back to finish it. I was 
going to call the Better Business Bureau 
but I never did.” The wife stated that the 
men kept trying to raise the price on the 
couple by telling them “that we needed 
this and that.... The price they gave us 
was atrocious.... | remember we were on 
our way to the dentist and it was kind of 
a last-second decision. They did the work 
while we were gone.” The Batavia Daily 
News reported that the Cooper brothers, 
as well as other family members, have a 
long record of similar scams throughout 
the area, as well as other states. 


Uber Eats Standoff 


The Austin American-Statesmen reported 
on November 18 about an Austin-based 
Uber Eats driver who is probably grate- 
ful he defied his company’s policy that 
prohibits drivers from carrying firearms. 
The newspaper reported that the driver 
went to an apartment complex in south- 
eastern Austin for a food delivery, and as 
he was returning to his vehicle, he was 
approached by a man with a bandanna 
partially covering his face who pointed 
a gun at him. Before the would-be rob- 
ber could make any demands, the driver 
pulled out his own handgun. The two men 
had a standoff where they both pointed 
their guns at each other for many seconds 
without saying a word. The suspect then 
backed off, and the driver quickly called 
911. Police soon arrived in the area and 
arrested the suspect after he was identi- 
fied by the Uber Eats driver. The suspect 
was charged with aggravated robbery and 
booked into the Travis County Correction- 
al Complex. Hf 

— PATRICK KREY 
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DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and 
others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 
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NEW Membership Benefits 

NOW INCLUDE: 

e Personal membership card, 
The John Birch Society Agenda 
(our 10-point game plan), and a 
JBS wall calendar with discount 
codes for ShopJBS.org. 

e Membership in either a home 
chapter or local chapter, a 
print subscription to 24 issues 
per year of THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine, and 12 issues per 
year of the JBS Bulletin. 

e Access to the members-only 
JBS.org Activist Toolbox, 
audio, video, eBooks, Bulletins, 
magazines, and congressional 
scorecards. 
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ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
your local coordinator, learn more, and apply for membership. 


Endless Deficits, 
Growing Debt 


Irem: The House of Representatives, ac- 
cording to the Washington Post (Decem- 
ber 18), approved the previous day 


a $1.4 trillion spending package that 
would stave off a looming shutdown 
and fund the federal government 
through September, acting in a burst 
of bipartisanship just a day before 
Democrats plan to impeach Presi- 
dent Trump....The package passed 
in two pieces, one focused on GOP 
national security priorities including 
the Pentagon, the other on domestic 
agencies dear to Democrats such 
as the Department of Health and 
Human Services.... 

The year-end legislative frenzy ... 
showed how far both parties have 
moved since last year, when a spend- 
ing fight led to a 35-day government 
shutdown. This time, both parties re- 
verted to a hallowed congressional 
tradition of embracing an enormous 
year-end spending bill. Each side 
made concessions to secure long- 
sought funding. 


The measure “would also add almost $50 
billion in new spending even though the 
House and Republicans called for major 
budget reductions earlier in the year.”’ 
ITEM: The words “deficit” and “debt” did 
not appear in the CNN story on December 
1 about the passage of a $738 billion leg- 
islative package billed as a defense mea- 
sure. The lede emphasized that the House 
had passed “an annual defense authoriza- 
tion bill” that featured “a provision that 
provides all federal workers with 12 weeks 
of paid parental leave for the first time in 
American history.” 

The leftist news site continued: “The paid 
parental leave provision was added after a 
significant push from Democrats, who dur- 
ing the course of the negotiation saw an 
opening with President Donald Trump 5 de- 
sire to see the establishment of [the] Space 
Force as a branch of the US military.” 

Democrats, said CNN, “celebrated 
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Who’s responsible? President Trump, Speaker of the House Nancy Pelosi, and Senate Majority 
Leader Mitch McConnell have all contributed to the federal government’s fiscal woes. Congress 
appropriates the spending, but the president has signed mammoth spending bills into law. 


the paid leave provision in the must-pass 
legislation, although the bill on the whole 
was met with dismay from some progres- 
sive members who felt they lost on many 
of their other legislative priorities after 
negotiations with the Republican-held 
Senate.” 

Trem: The December 5 print edition of the 
New York Times featured an article with 
this headline: “Biden Says He'll Raise 
Taxes, but Less Than His Rivals.” Accord- 
ing to the Times, “Mr. Biden would raise a 
much smaller amount of tax revenue from 
the wealthiest Americans and businesses 
than his rivals Senators Bernie Sanders of 
Vermont and Elizabeth Warren of Massa- 
chusetts, who have each proposed wealth 
taxes on the assets of billionaires and 
some multimillionaires, along with corpo- 
rate tax increases.” 

CORRECTION: It has been said that a 
compromise is a deal in which both sides 
get what neither of them wanted. That’s 
one way to look at it. But in Washington, 
vaunted “bipartisan” compromises mean 
that the targets continue to get pushed fur- 
ther in the leftist/statist direction. Worse, 
the money is being borrowed from tomor- 
row to make today’s poor agreements, 
often with “Christmas-tree” packages for 
all sides — that is, except for the taxpayers 
footing the bill. 


Even when the progressive Democrat 
wing wins portions of a “compromise” — 
say, obtaining paid parental leave for fed- 
eral workers from a defense appropriation 
bill — it is not satisfied. The progressives 
will resurrect their demands later. 

Not mentioned is the fact that average 
federal workers already get 80 percent 
more in compensation (pay, pensions, 
health coverage, and other benefits) than 
do workers in the private sector. It is, of 
course, the latter folks who will subsi- 
dize federal government workers already 
treated royally; total average federal com- 
pensation (according to data from the 
U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis) is 
$135,971 annually. 

Meanwhile, doing its best to promote 
the long-term big-government agenda, the 
mainstream media are trying to deceive 
Middle America by painting Democratic 
presidential candidate Joe Biden as some 
type of “moderate.” Just look, we are told, 
Biden isn’t pushing those vast expensive 
programs as is, for example, avowed so- 
cialist Bernie Sanders. It doesn’t take 
much to be less radical than Bernie. One 
NPR account calculates that Sanders’ 
“taxation-and-spending plans ... would 
together add $18 trillion to the national 
debt over a decade.” 

Fellow candidate Elizabeth Warren’s 
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various plans also come with a horren- 
dous price tag. If imposed, according to 
a nonpartisan analysis, they would nearly 
double the spending in today’s federal 
budget, which is already about a trillion 
dollars in the hole. 

Good Old Uncle Joe Biden is being 
widely termed a centrist despite the fact 
that his current proposed tax increases 
(others may be forthcoming) are more 
than double those sought by big spender 
Hillary Clinton in her unsuccessful cam- 
paign in 2016. If we follow the Biden path, 
one gathers, we still get killed with taxes, 
but the bleeding would take a bit longer. 

Little wonder Washington’s budgets are 
covered with red ink. Though the Left would 
have us believe otherwise, our deficits are 
not driven by cutting our taxes too much, 
but rather by overspending. Indeed, as noted 
by Antony Davies and James Harrigan in 
an article for the Foundation for Economic 
Education, the “federal government has cut 
federal spending (cut spending as opposed 
to cutting the growth in spending) only once 
since 1900 — and that was at the close of 
World War I.” That hasn’t stopped politi- 
cians, both Democrats and Republicans, 
from pretending they would be frugal once 
in office: Even candidate Barack Obama 
campaigned for a “net spending cut.” What 
was delivered under his watch was decid- 
edly different: record deficits of more than 
a trillion dollars annually. 


The federal government continues to 
spend more than it collects in tax revenue. 
That leads to our swelling budget deficits 
each year. The monstrous National Debt 
($23.13 trillion as we write) is the net ac- 
cumulation of the federal government’s an- 
nual budget deficits. That represents more 
than $70,000 per citizen and $187,000 per 
taxpayer. The federal debt-to-GDP ratio 
is 106.7 percent, up from 55.22 percent 
in 2000. By current projections, by 2025, 
the cost of servicing the National Debt 
will exceed the cost of defense spending. 
Predictable progressives, naturally, moan 
about the military costs. 

But isn’t the American economy ex- 
panding? Yes, it is. And it could be better. 
During the last year, the federal govern- 
ment’s tax collections increased by (in 
round numbers) four percent, as noted by 
the Congressional Budget Office (CBO). 
However, federal spending increased at 
twice that rate, by eight percent. If the 
economy goes south, you can expect defi- 
cits to grow even larger. As it is, the CBO 
projects that federal budget deficits will 
average $1.2 trillion for the next decade. 

Another consideration: What happens 
if foreign holders of the debt demand 
higher interest payments? We are putting 
ourselves in the potential cross hairs of a 
fiscal crisis. This is not a theoretical pos- 
sibility. Valerie Ramey, a professor of eco- 
nomics at the University of California, San 


Federal Debt (20195) 
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Diego, warned in a late August article in 
the Wall Street Journal: 


History is replete with episodes in 
which governments responded to low 
interest rates by spending freely and 
accumulating massive debt, only to 
find that their behavior led to a crisis 
of investor confidence and skyrock- 
eting interest rates. 

The Greek government was pay- 
ing interest rates of between 3% and 
5% on its debt during the 2000s, until 
investors lost confidence and forced 
interest rates up to 25% by 2012. The 
subsequent budget austerity mea- 
sures helped to push the Greek econ- 
omy into a depression from which it 
still hasn’t recovered. 


Can’t happen here? Don’t be so sure. Ac- 
cording to CBO projections, by 2029, the 
National Debt will exceed $34 trillion. By 
2049, the CBO estimates the debt could 
be more than twice the size of the nation’s 
economy. 

Foreign investors, mostly governments, 
already hold more than 40 percent of the 
total U.S. debt. By far “the two largest 
holders of Treasurys are China and Japan,” 
according a report published in the fall by 
the Council on Foreign Relations. That 
report also pointed out that for “most of 
the last decade, China has been the larg- 
est creditor of the United States.” The ac- 
count pointed with alarm to the relative 
size of the U.S. debt — among the high- 
est in the developed world, behind only 
(among major industrialized nations) Por- 
tugal, Italy, Greece, and Japan. These are 
not economies we should wish to emulate. 

It’s not just the direct expense of the 
payments on the interest of the debt that 
is aconcern. This also “crowds out” mon- 
ies that could be spent better elsewhere 
(or kept for use by taxpayers). Traditional 
economists (not progressive ones who 
preach bizarre Modern Monetary Theory) 
generally see long-term heavy debt pay- 
ments as a drag on the economy, with the 
potential to reduce wages and to make 
governments less flexible when respond- 
ing to an economic slowdown. 
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FEDERAL BUDGET DEFICIT 


Worse, our deficits and debt totals are 
growing. As has been pointed out by Pierre 
Yared, a professor at Columbia Business 
School, even 


without new spending programs, the 
CBO projects that interest expenses 
will grow 9.3% annually over the 
next decade, almost 2.5 times GDP 
growth. In 2029 the U.S. will spend 
20% more on debt service than de- 
fense. 


This could have international ramifica- 
tions. Holders of such U.S. debt expect to 
be paid back. This includes the Chinese 
government, as Professor Yared has said. 

The accumulation of debt, as mentioned 
in the late October CFR “backgrounder” 
by James McBride and Andrew Chatzky, 
could make the United States “vulnerable 
to foreign governments, especially China, 
that hold large chunks of U.S. debt and 
could potentially use the threat of a sell- 
off as leverage.” 

Little wonder that Admiral Michael 
Mullen, the former chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff (JSC), said he considered 
that the “most significant threat to our na- 
tional security is our debt.” Senator Rand 
Paul (R-Ky.) recalled the admiral’s admo- 
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nition not long ago while the senator was 
explaining why he was voting against the 
bloated defense appropriations bill. The 
comments by the JSC chairman came in 
2010. At that time, said the senator, 


our debt was about $13 trillion. It’s 
over $23 trillion now. We just keep 
borrowing, and there is no end in 
sight. 

Under our new budget deal, we 
will be borrowing $2.75 billion every 
day next year, nearly $2 million every 
minute... 

The dirty little secret is that there 
is actually too much compromise in 
Washington. Republicans want more 
military money and Democrats want 
more welfare money. Every time they 
compromise, Congress chooses to 
spend and borrow more. 


Sadly, we are escalating our rash spend- 
ing and borrowing practices. Brian Riedl 
of the Manhattan Institute writes that the 
cost to pay the interest on the national 
debt “is projected to become the larg- 
est federal expenditure within a few de- 
cades, consuming one-third of all federal 
taxes.” And that assumes continued low 
interest rates. “Every percentage point 


they rise adds another $13 trillion in 
budget interest costs over the next three 
decades.” 

Of course, the Left has its answer: More 
taxes — on the rich of course. However, 
that’s the wrong way to go. Adam Michel, 
who focuses on tax policy and the federal 
budget as a senior policy analyst at the 
Heritage Foundation, is correct in insist- 
ing that 


simply raising taxes won’t fix the 
deficit. Spending growth continues 
to accelerate faster than the U.S. 
economy every year into the future. 

The problems of deficit and debt 
are driven by too much spending, not 
too little tax collection. 

In an era of trillion-dollar deficits 
and $23 trillion in accumulated debt, 
it is even more imperative to keep 
taxes low. 


The White House and some in Congress 
have been somewhat better on taxation than 
others in recent years, but that is assuredly 
not the case when it comes to spending. On 
the other hand, their even more liberal op- 
ponents promise to unleash torrents of both 
new spending and taxing. This comes at a 
time when current taxation does not come 
close to covering all of the reckless and 
(often unconstitutional) spending. 

Left-wing Democrats (if you want to be- 
lieve their words when it came to impeach- 
ing President Trump) have developed new 
respect for our Founding Fathers. Even die- 
hard liberals seemed to be turning into orig- 
inalists. Well, it would be refreshing (and 
astounding) if they did decide to follow the 
counsel of the Founders — such as Thomas 
Jefferson, who said: “We must not let our 
rulers load us with perpetual debt.” Or per- 
haps the guidance of the Father of the Con- 
stitution, James Madison, who declared: “I 
go on the principle that a public debt is a 
public curse, and in a Republican Govern- 
ment a greater curse than any other.” 

We will be waiting, one suspects, for a 
long time before we see that political con- 
version in Washington. In the meantime, 
we have a rendezvous with debt. Ml 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Don't Buy the “Refugee” Compassion Con 


2019, the mammoth 

refugee lobby went into 
overdrive. With Christmas 
approaching, left-wing po- 
litical groups launched a con- 
certed lobbying effort aimed 
at state governors and local 
county commissioners, using 
Christian themes to play on 
compassion and the spirit of 
the season. The ideologues 
and profiteers of the very 
profitable refugee lobby are 
very anxious and angry, you 
see, Over an executive order 
issued by President Trump 
last September that threatens 
to upend much of their lucra- 
tive and subversive agenda. 

President Trump signed Executive Order 13888, entitled “Ex- 
ecutive Order on Enhancing State and Local Involvement in 
Refugee Resettlement,” on September 26. It provides an impor- 
tant reversal to the process by which the Obama administration 
rammed hundreds of thousands of so-called refugees down the 
throats of unsuspecting communities. We say “so-called” be- 
cause many of these migrants cannot show “a well-founded fear 
of persecution on account of race, religion, nationality, mem- 
bership in a particular social group, or political opinion,” as 
required by law (8 U.S. Code § 1101). 

“In resettling refugees into American communities, it is the 
policy of the United States to cooperate and consult with State 
and local governments, to take into account the preferences 
of State governments, and to provide a pathway for refugees 
to become self-sufficient,” the executive order begins, before 
continuing: “These policies support each other. Close coopera- 
tion with State and local governments ensures that refugees 
are resettled in communities that are eager and equipped to 
support their successful integration into American society and 
the labor force.” 

The president’s order stipulates that refugees will not be reset- 
tled in communities unless the secretary of state receives a letter 
of consent from state and local officials. It further states, ““The 
Secretary of State shall publicly release any written consents of 
States and localities to resettlement of refugees.” This provides 
much-needed transparency, accountability, and forewarning, so 
that local communities don’t find themselves bushwhacked by 
stealth invasions that suddenly (or gradually) appear and dra- 
matically impact schools, crime, housing, healthcare, taxes, 
welfare costs, and social conflict — as well as personal and 
national security. 

This common-sense bow to enlightened federalism has sent 


le the closing weeks of 
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Propaganda: A church aa a einnye scene 
depicting Jesus and his parents in separate 
cages to induce sympathy for migrants. 


the open-borders crew into a 
frenzy. It not only jeopardizes 
their federal funding gravy 
train, it also throws a wrench 
into their plans for “bluing the 
vote” by replacing conserva- 
tive-leaning voters with more 
pliant migrants who will re- 
liably vote Democrat. Hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars 
are at stake for the “humani- 
tarian” organizations, migra- 
tion/immigration NGOs, and 
legal firms that traffic in faux 
refugees. They are engaged 
in a huge campaign involv- 
ing social media, phone calls, 
letter-writing, and personal 
visits to state and local offi- 
cials in an effort to produce letters of consent that will keep 
the migrant-refugee deluge flowing. Far-left Democratic strong- 
holds have been the first to respond to the challenge. 

“The inn is not full in Minnesota,” Minnesota’s Democratic 
Governor Tim Walz said, in a December 13 letter to Secretary of 
State Mike Pompeo. “As the Holiday Season approaches, we are 
reminded of the importance of welcoming all who seek shelter.” 
Other governors and local politicians echoed Walz, parroting 
talking points provided to them by a coalition effort spearheaded 
by the “Big Nine” private agencies that have benefitted enor- 
mously from their privileged positions as the go-to placement 
partners for refugee resettlement. The nine resettlement mega- 
profiteers, which rake in millions for their placement “services,” 
are the Church World Service (CWS); Ethiopian Community 
Development Council (ECDC); Episcopal Migration Minis- 
tries (EMM); Hebrew Immigrant Aid Society (HIAS); Interna- 
tional Rescue Committee (IRC); US Committee for Refugees 
and Immigrants (USCRJ); Lutheran Immigration and Refugee 
Services (LIRS); United States Conference of Catholic Bishops 
(USCCB); and World Relief Corporation (WR). 

According to the New York Times, Jenny Yang, vice president 
for advocacy at World Relief, is in charge of steering the effort 
to mobilize letters of consent from governors and local officials. 
Yang told the Times in early December that the push had resulted 
in 16 governors, including six Republicans, who had sent letters 
of consent to the State Department. She didn’t identify all of the 
16, and the letters have not all been made public at the time of 
this writing. However, the Times article did report that “Gov. 
Doug Ducey, Republican of Arizona, agreed after receiving a 
letter supporting resettlement signed by 250 evangelical lead- 
ers.” That has been part of the trick: Give the politicians cover 
by presenting the resettlement proposal as having broad-based 
support from “evangelical Christians, Catholics, and Jews.” 
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The Problem With Socialism 


From debunking the theories and 
narratives that underpin socialism 
and socialist programs, to outlining 
a powerful case for freedom and free 
markets, The Problem With Socialism 
can serve as an excellent resource to 
educate Americans. (2019, hb, 176pp, 
1/$18.95ea;2-4/$17.95ea;5+/$15.95ea) 


Do It Like Denmark? — REPRINT 


The Scandinavian countries 
are held out as the models of 
socialist success, but as the old 
saying goes, “Be careful about 
what you wish for. You just 
might get it.” Includes 10 “Sound 
Bites” questioning _social- 
ism. (2019, 4pp, 1-24/$0.30ea; 
25-99/$0.25ea;  100+/$0.20ea) 


Get US Out! — SLIM JIM 


Seize the day! It's hard to get people 
to worry about a UN world gov- 
ernment. Side one of this slim jim 
gives 10 reasons why the United 
States must get out of the UN. 
Side two tells what actions to 
take. (2019, sold in packs of 25, 
1/$3.00ea; 2-4/$2.50ea; 5+/$2.00ea) 
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Inside the United Nations 


A brief, readable introduction to the 

INSIDE THE | United Nations, and to the people 
UNITED HATIONS who created it and support it. Inside 
the United Nations goes beyond the 
public-relations campaign of the UN 
to examine the hard reality of the UN 
system — and its dangerous objec- 
tives. This version is footnoted, elevat- 
ing the book from “conspiracy theory” 
to “conspiracy fact.” (2013ed, 135pp, 
pb, 1-4/$9.95ea; 5-19/$8.95ea; 20-59/$7.95ea; 60+/$6.95ea) 


$9.95 BKIUN 


Go to ShopJBS.org or call 1-800-342-6491 to order! 200120 
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Top Ten Reasons to Get US Out! 
of the UN — REPRINT 


While youre getting people to 
worry about a UN world govern- 
ment with distribution of the 
“Get US Out! slim jim; be sure 
to have copies of this reprint 
ready to give to anyone who 
wants to know more about any 
of the 10 reasons to get out of 
the UN. (2019, 4pp, 1-24/$0.30ea; 
25-99/$0.25ea; 100+/$0.20ea) 


$0.30 RPTTRUN 


The Communist Manifesto 


The basic historical document by 
Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels 
setting forth the principles of com- 
munism that still haunt the world 
today, though not always under the 
name “communism.” (2009ed, 60pp, 
pb, 1-9/$5.95ea;  10-24/$5.25ea; 
25-99/$4.95ea; 100+/$4.25ea) 


Are You a Globalist or an Americanist? 
— SLIM JIM 


Don't wait! You know it’s hard to 
influence your local, state, and 
federal governments. Don't wait 
for Deep State globalists to ac- 
complish their dream of sub- 
jecting America to socialist in- 
ternational government. (2018, 
sold in packs of 25, 1/$3.00ea; 
2-4/$2.50ea; 5+/$2.00ea) 


$3.00 SJGOA 


To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments 
— Leather-bound Deluxe Edition 


To the Victor Go the Myths & 
Monuments details a deliberate 
movement working to make sub- 
version possible. It is American 
history that needs to be told to and 
learned by all Americans in order 
to understand the proper role of 
government in our lives and our 
role in government. (2016, 492pp, 
hb, 1/$49.99ea;  2+/$47.99ea) 


$49.99 BKTVGMMCHB 


A Century of 
Council on Foreign 
Relations 


IN THE SHADOWS OF THE DEEP STATE 


Learn about the history of the CFR and its key role in implementing the 
Deep State’s agenda to bring about a one-world, socialist government. 
Includes a 2019 CFR membership list, updates, and added addendums! 


By Arthur R. Thompson, CEO, The John Birch Society 


(2019ed, 378pp, 1-4/$10.95ea; 5-11/$9.00ea; 12-23/$7.50ea; 24+/$6.45ea) BKISODS19 


Go to ShopJBS.org or call 1-800-342-6491 to order! 
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